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ono ron 
eos @ do not obey qhoir zandates 2+ He 
cat-Christ be the alone'obj vo, upien ?- 4s HEM Ee Most Þ 
fect object of union} how is It 1089ible to make th cy t-per 
fect more perfect, by an- additior of a General Assembly? _ 
union Is also: to centre- in-a" General Synod, how then, can It 
centre in Christ only? -Whosoever: 15-justif "Christ; is 
aiso united to him his sonl being imp 
1mage, he is in fellowship with alk#aints and av uni 
verse, whether they dwell in any of the reg nave below orin 
the high. climes of bliss. The-union-/of- 
king, is invisihle—s their liſe being, hid with Christ in'God ;”* 
it therefore does not matter whethes their human: ceremonies 
and modes of government harmonize.. - All theip union” whicly "0 
is discoverable, is their uniform obedience to-the Lord's 'com- F-- 
mandments : but carnal and full of darkness"myust- bu the = Ws 
that can See no union unlessIitbe ina General Synod. - What- 
SOEVer 18. necessary to CEristian union,” is als necessary to* 
justification., J ustification through Christ unites -all believers, 
independent of any thing else... How, then, ip this case,shoald: 
conformiey inhuman ceremonies; &e, become Necessary ? 
Would the Gene al Synod. Not. have.; - alt their members to ob- 
Serve the Jaws and ceremonies. they would-be " 2x to apube? 
Bat in _case 8ome of the members. would not x zer | 
such as they would make themselves, and ordain wm 
establish aeaids without their charter  how-wou 
Synod deal with such? "Would they,not covrcs 
<ence, or-else finally exclude ther 
They certainly would -othery 
as8embly would be GG 44 


person to be excommt , from the chanh © Jromunr be 
" granted, that a pergon CRE. only; to be excommunicated! for 
zuch crimes as. would debar bim from the ihe —_ 
en. But if any one isto, be excommunicated ſar not'observ- 
ing the mandates. of the General Synod, then-itmust-also>be 


considered such a crime as would debar one £1 Aven. Fr: 
this be the cage, they become Pre ar) to ji: Shantion, which- 
19 rep ant to the S cripty 25.8 ' 44) ct 321Q. < pts Pro Kant > \2 31- 4 
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25plum;- farewell thou sweet doctrine of free justification, 
through/the as pr balm of Gilead; thou consolation 
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il, horrors and Scenes of destruction ! ye 
companions to mankind.” 


to the afflicted ; 


in the General Synod—viz : 

« Each Synod, of Six ministers, may £end one deputy ;. of 
fourteen, two-;.of 't ive, three ; of forty, ſour; of 8ixty, 
fre; and of eighty-5ix, SIX deputies to the. General Synod, 
from the arder of the ministry ; and for every two such depu- 
nies, one-lay deputy ; ; and also one Jay deputy for the S 
consisting of $1x " Miniaters : :- and that all such deputies shall 
hare equal votes,” : 

This mode of representation will give all the authority into 


the hands of the ministry: because there are to be two minis- 


ters for one lay deputy. Lay deputies might"as well be alto- 
gether excluded, Since their numbers. are not t@ be commen- 
curate. The most numerous Synod would also 
est Influence, which 18 that of Pennsylvania. Indeed, the very 
teast is to be repregented; yet the greatest is to claim the pre- 
eminence... Recognising this article, is at once- Surrendering 
the rights and, privileges. of the lesser Synods to. the greater 
anes ; forif they did-not free! wF acquiesce in their decisipns, 
they would finally be.c Uled to do it by a majority of votes. 
Let me state to you, brethren, the consequences of this greater 
representation against oy Ser,. it; the nature of things, is 
catculated to produce. The'Synod-of Pennsylvania, the mos: 
pumerous, will have it in their power to adopt almost any 
resolution ;:or they might form the constitution of the General 
Synod to- their best loca advantage. Who. can tell but what a 


clause might be inserted, that a graerst Seminary should be 


establighed in the very bosom of nnsylvania ;.and that none 


$houle be promated in the ministry unless he had received his 


education there? I do not $ porkgively, 8ay that this would be 


ister motives ; but they Toy left an open toae's for their SUc- 
cessors to do $0, iffithey pleage ; and the weakness of hu 
vature is _ as to be very apt to prostitute power to selfi 

A general E aT evtaþliohed 1 in- that ate, woult 


ve the great- 
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Gitys/ Buck a a A hos Radiat there, hou: re afwX ast be a x 
great man, - When-a certain resolution, which'was idopte 
the Synod of Pennsylvania, (or a majority of them,)1s'Te 
ered, the reader cannot censureme for -entertaining'th 
ideas.” It was resotved- by $aid Synod, -in*1815,”* \& 
8uch can be ordamed Pastors who have, for the Spies af three 
years, received-a _systematic education with” an ordained 'min- 
15ter, and -have made 'some progress 'in't ry nn See 
Evangelical, Magazine of 1816; page 11, - at 
was not erroneously committed to paper, tie is of 
contracted views. Is there-no possibility of'a RT: the ne- 
cessary qualifications for the office of the ministry, "without 
«tudying three years with an ordained minister ?* He must 
have made some progress- in the languages,” In which"of 
them? How vague! In the German and English, in any 
other of the modern; or in the-classicatanguages?” -No doubt 
but what the latter are intended,” yet by no means specified. 
A wealthy person might afford-to pursue this course, notwith- 
Standing he $tll might remain a coxcomb; 'yet,'because he has 
Studied three years with an ordained minister, he is entitled to 
a pastoral - ordination: whereas, the most illustrious genius, 
highly improved, and living ir a Temote*corner, 'no ordained 
minister near him; nor having the means to'go far abroad, he 
cannot become. a'pastor, but must for ever remainec paced 
in his usefulness!! Why 80? Because he has not #tudiec 
years with an-ordained minister !! -Is this-the spirir'of Jeavs ? : 
or congenial to that of Aneriean- triotism, which 1s far re- 
moved-from proud, sanguine-European nobility, a "with 
chaplets only such who distmguish themselves 'by their quali- 
fications and merits, no matter how acquired or achieved ? 
From this view -of 9. t-15: xafest to use every means of 
precaution. 

In this article it 18 alss EY « That; chould be left to 
the option” of every Synod how to appoint their deputies, and 
how 2 defray they travelling expenses.” Why are not the 
travelling expenses' to; be -paid out 'of the —_ TrPoongy ? 
The greatest Synod, with herre ation; may" appoint the. 
place of the meetmg- of the General Sy 54 wh ey plea 
hence in their midst,-so that their depotics- \ & 
far'to travel” therefore _not many ma "to defray; ; bur th 


OE 


ho would EY many. hundred miles 
ts bore he liberty to. pr for them- 
n = 8 ity this re + Into their midst they. would have: to 
Top me e, or che obey what would be decreed without their pres-- 
- Is it for Pennsylvania/ to 8way her regal s over 
hers cioter states, v parys mayor representation? » Is She alone 
zple of the] ? She, indeed, has many pious, learned 
= hig ly hronbro ty who are- an ornament to the church ; 
but she must know that other states are not void of such, who 
| know how to estimate their spiritual liberty ; who, whilst they 
are animated with freedom's blood, will not, as men and Chris- 
_ tians, 8urrender their- res to a Superior representation. 
_ — The- fourth: article of- this plan-proposal 8ays, that © The 
General Synod, —_— concurrence of a majority of particu- 
lar-Synods; have exclusive authority to introduce new books 
for the public use in churches, as well as to make amendments 
8 in the Liturgy ; but untz that is done, the hymn books or com- 
| | pation. of. hymns, the 8maller catechism of Luther, the litur- 
gies already adopted, and. such other books. which are now 
received by the present Synods as symbolical, shall remain in 
public use-; but the General Synod chall have. no authority to 
make, or to request, any alteration-in any of. the Creeds-hith- 
erto adopted by us.” This article, if recognised, would take 
- away the liberty of individuals and individual Synods, with 
respect to the forming and introducing of books and liturgies 
for the public use in churches. A liturgy prescribes ceremo- 
nies and regulations for public worship, and other transactions. 
Many of these are merely human, relative to local circumstan- 
ces. Now it none $shall have the privilege to prescribe a lit- 
urgy but-only the General Synod, and none-to be considered as 
*® members of the church unless they be governed by it, then it 
would Le the same as-to say, Observe uniform ceremonies as 
b established by men, or els&e no union! The term © exclusive,” 
| sufficiently demonstrates. this; because it is thereby indicated, 
| 
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that.such authority is claimed by the General Synad only. It 
would then be in-the power-of the General Synod to introduce 
entire new books, and: such, too, which even did not contain 
the Lutheran doctrine. It is not said that the present books, 
such as ©Luther's catechism,. &c. should remain the standard 
books; but that they should be retained. in use wntil—* Unti/” 
when? Until the General Synod shall introduce new books. 
The term * untn1,” hows that our present symbolical books 
= - —_— © may-only be of.a tem V..use. Would they reject Luther's 
| catechism, our present liturgies, hymns, and the Augsburgh 
4 _ gpcoofersion of faith, and introduce others in lieu of them ? I do 

"pot know. But they would have exglusive authority to do 80. 
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if they pleased; Had the oticaths of this VOOR. 
tended that our present creeds and. symbolical | 99d.  - by ,—"_ 
always be retained in use, why was there not-a clause AE” WP... 
to that amount ?” I*'is true that "this article” 8tates, * that the ; 
General Synod shall have no authority to' make a 7 alterations 
in any of the creeds hitherto adopted by us.” t how in- 
definite! - No alteration is to be made in any of our creeds : __ 
Our creeds can every one of them be omitted and rejected, if 1 
only they be not altered. To alter a creed, and to omit a 
creed, are two different things, They would need no altera- 

tion if they were rejected. Why is this article not expresse@ 

in positive terms, that no' creed hitherto adopted'by 'us, should 
neither be omitted, rejected, or altered ? .; Agreeably to. this, 
Luther's catechism, and 'the Au gsburgh confession of faith, 
might be omitted without a broth of the article. Brethren, 
where are any of you who have not solemnly vowed obedience + 

to their doctrines, when ye were confirmed, by the imposition' / 

of hands and prayer? Are they not invaluable treagures of 
God, bequelihed to'our forefathers when they were, liberated 
from the chains of popery ? They are testimonies of the Holy ! 
Ghost iy the house of God, and the heavenly productions of 

the Reformation, What a criminal sacrilege it would be to. 
effect their destruction ! They, indeed, have derived their va-/; 
ldity-and divine glory from the holy-scriptures, which ww np 

to be the foundation of all churches, with respect to doctrine 

and discipline. 'The Bible is not once mentioned in the plan- 
posals for a General Synod* *' All that is said, is, that none of 

our creeds should be altered : © Thus the Bible itself might be 
omitted, if it only be not altered ; and without restraint, any* 
system of infidelity might be establishes. Although I am 
confident that none-of the projectors aim at such a thing—and ** 
perkaps "they detest the very idea—yet$+-censider it my duty 

t@ lay before them their mattention in this respect. But Thess 

are not the greatest” objections I have against this article. It 
3s Subversive to the liberty guaranteed to all Lutherans, by the 
7th article of the  Augsburgh confession of faith ; which ex- 
pressly saith, * It is sufficient for the true unity of the Chris- 

tian Church, that the preaching be pure, according to the true 
understanding of the Gospel, and the sacraments administered 
according to divine Scripture ; and it is hot necegsary for the 

true unity of the Christian'Church, that the same ceremonies 
as established by men should be obzerved, as St.- Paul Saith, 
Eph. 4, *One body, one spirit, as Ye alt are called to the 322me 
hope of your calling; -one Lord, one faith, 'one Ro bs. 
1s to be observed, that the Reformers were op the” 


FF © Juptificarion through Christ, by their human traditions... "They 


pooed all their uniform ceremonies and traditions. upon the 
& 2 [a church, as necessary to christian unity. Now the Reformers 
oo > Them that- this was contrary to the. doctrine of free. justifica- 
tion; hence this 7th article was wisely inserted, declaring that 
= It was not necessary to the true unity of the churth that the 
*2 zame. ceremonies as established by men should be observed. 
{ The pure preaching. of the Gospel, andthe proper administra- 
tion of the sacraments, become justly necessary, because they 
| are no human inyentions, but positive insfitutions of Jesus 
: Christ. Human ceremonies, in: their-proper- place,” are not 
- 8inful; but they become 80 whenever-they are imposed as 
\ Necessary.to unity. Neither was circumcision sinful in itself ; ” 
but when it was urged as necessary to salvation, the Apostle 
does not hesitate to-pronounce .$uch-in a lost-state-thiit-were 
circumcised. But this article of the plan-proposal allows ex- 
clusive authority to the General Synod to, impose. a uniform. - 
liturgy, catechism, &c. upon the whole connexion ; . Hes man- 
dates are to be obeyed; and thus uniformity of human cere- 
monies are made necessary to christian unity, - contrary. tothe 
7th article of the Augsburgh confession of faith.-_ O, Lutheran - 
ministers ! such of you who are the votaries ,of this General 
Synod plan, what myst your conscience teli you, when ye re- 
call to your minds the days of your ordinations, when ye s0l- 
emnly swore to maintain the very article your plan is: calcy- 
- lated to 8ubvert ?. In vain you inurn Luther, and shelter your- 
selves under the sacred covert of his name; in vain you deem 
it an honor to claim kindred with him, who was the Orpheus 
of Germany, the. hero of the Gospel, and the terror to popery, 
. unless ye continue to be animated with his spirit. 
Þ In the 5th article of their plan, it 18 proposed, * 
| Synod should be established without a charter from Fw 
eral Synod ; and that no ordination. should be ant. as 
| valid, that was imparted by a Synod not Chartered by the Gen- 
| eral Synod. ” At present, and as the church has heretofore 
heen governed, a charter. from a General: Synod was never 
considered necessary to-the-estabhshment of a Synod. There 
is no Lutheran Synod in.the United States which has"been 
chartered by. a General Synad ;. and, 1 dare venture to: say, 
none in Eurgpe., -- The. first Lutheran chuttches were establish- 
ed without it, Did the Roman Catholic church, who. were 
the majority, give Luther and his adherents charters?-No. 
Instead-of that, they.exxcommunicated them, and declared all 
. the ordinations they imparted, as invalid. Notwithstanding, all 
F7 th. protestant ordinations. which came as, 4he aposto]- 
Fchanne}, if even performed by individuals, -are by then 
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genly considered to be divinely valid, We have not 01 by 
cedent in the pristine church, with'respect to this, but also 
the warrants of the holy Scriptures. The inauguration of 
Christ-as a High Priest, b <; John the Baptist, in Jordan, whilst 
the nets doors of heaven opened ; whilst the Father 
Spake meffably mild, and the Holy Oloof, that celestial: dove; 
anointed him with the oil. of pladness, above' his fellows: 
Without a charter from the Sanhedrim. of the Jews, bis office 
maintains its. validity for ever and ever. The commission our 
Saviour gave to his Apostles,; though not ratified by. a General 
Synod of "men; is"still valid ; and the individual ordinations 
they imparted will for ever remain authoritative, and their min- 
18terial successton will reach the very gates of New Jerusalem- 
It-is an undeniable fact, that the ordinations'which are in ex- : 
istence-among-protestants, have been derived: from individual &- 
S80urces ; yet their validity is not questioned. Now whereas, # 
Such ordinaripns;have always been admitted to be valid,” since 
when have: they/Tost-their validity? Should they always have © 
been valid, \until Trinity week of 1819, when a committee in 
the great city of Baltimore proposed, that 80 ordination should 
be considered valid unless imparted by a chartered Synod ? 
If a charter from a General Synod- becomes necessary hereaf- 
ter to make an ordination valid, why was it not always 80 here- 
tofore? There 1s no 8uch_ ordinatian among us now ; hence, 
if this is to become a maxim, that none shall be lid ugless 
imparted by 'a chartered Synod, we will at once cause the 
world to believe that there is-not a single protestant minister 
legally ordained, and that they were all a horde'of impostors” 
The aforezaid article proposes to pronounce all unchartered 
Synods which may be established hereafter, to be gllegal. No 
Lutheran Synod being chartered, how then -can any one, or 
more than one when *hey compose a"General Synod, give 
charters: Jejune must he the idea, and grotegque'the preten-: 
$10n, for unchartered Synods in a conclave to pronounce-other 
Synods illegal, merely because they are not chartered? Un- 
chartered Synods give charters! ' Lo?! what an'exotic plant is 
this! at first germinated in hell; fostered by the old harlot 4" 
the garden of Rome; poisoning all that is pare, and destroy- 
ing all that is lovely ; metamorphosed into” a maniac-demon, 
in the disguise of religion, is now proposed to be transplanted 
into the clarified 80il of Lutheranism, which' fills the agile 
mind-with anticipated horrors of *popery revived; even uper 
the unsullied shores of America, Could there be'a vorrer 
weapon given to the papists,-to overturn 'the protesrant ca 
than what the . projectors of the aforesaid article have done'® 
One of the peculiar diabolical depths of popery 1s, that that ne 


as 


c 
. y 


___ Gurchc egular, no ordination valid, unless eluted 
the Roman Pacholic + and upon this ground she fulminates her 
mas against all protestants. Is not what is-proposed in 
| the aforesaid article of aþ We in'its nature, when no ordination 
shall be considered valid, -unless impartgd by a Synod . char- 
tered by the General Synod ? Let this become a maxim among 
the protestants, may the papists not justly argue, that they 
alone are a regular church, and the protestants' to be' schis- 
matics, not being chartered by the church universal? How 
would it be eibjaſbje far protestants, upon this supposition, to 
zupport themselves as a regular church? It would be” out of 
the question:; they must be silent for ever; 'surrender- their in- 
dependency ; offer their hecatombs upon the-altar of idols; 
and, like pusillanimous deserters, on berded- knees, at the 
footstool of Rome, implare her majesty for charters, lest;"by 
their own concessions, ' they lose their ecclesiastical existence. 
Phe 7th article of the plan-praposal says, © That the General 
Synod, with the' concurrence of 4 majority of particular Synods, 
Shall have the authority to determine general valid grades in 
the ministry.”? Fhis article is no where- restricted how far 
they would be allowed to go in this respect.”- Whether fewer 
rades than are among/us now would be determined, or 
whether their numbers would be increased, ig, not known ;yet 
this-article-allows thera "to form as many 'as they* plense. 
Tho can tell but what there might be as many formed as thera 
are in all popedom—or even enthrone a pope for Amegica? 
There are four grades of ministers 'already existing; should 
there none more be formed ;' yet, 1f the General Synod be 
formed with their officers, there would be a hierarchy replete. 
#& Fhere would be the president and delegates of the General 
Synod; the presidents 'of individual Synods, with the four 
grades already mentioffed ; thus the number, seven, would be 
full. The whore of Rome rides/ upon seven mountains, and 
the beast has seven horns: And what a fair opportunity is of- 
fered, by this article, to introduce the mystic seven of iniquity 
into the Lutheran church. Who can deny but what many 

grades in the ministry is one of the peculiar lifestrings of po- 
pery, and one of the lineaments of 1ts image ? and all that 18 
wanting, is the breath of life to be blown into its-nostrils, for 
it-to become a living beast, which may gore all the other beasts 
of thefield.: Lo! the gorgeous President-of-the General Sy- 
' nod, at the head of all Lutherans in America ;-enthroned, a 
5ceptred monarch, gloomy, and peculiar, and unrivaled ; for- 
tting that his predecessor Martin was a poor. excommiuni- 

' tied monk; hehas delegates for his lite-guard, presidents 
njacs, pastors his common people, deacons his servante, 


candidates and-catechets His o ,.and congregations his 
footstool. What may be the reason that fair, inde 
Lutheranism, the puissant arm, nerved by the Lord, to-pull 
down the: Dagon walls of - seven-headed , Should now 
itself, even where freedom's. emblazoned flag anforled: waves 
in mild aurora's beams, be suborned/into a seven-heatled/ mon 
ster! If Luther was now to rise from his grave;and-come-to 
America, what would he say at hearing that those who called 
themselves after his name, had opened 80 wide'a door for-the 
establishment of many 1106- whp in the DOCS : Would he' own 
them as protestant brethren? - - - 

Having thus briefly viewed 8ome of the articles: of the pro- 
posals for a General Synod of the Lutheran Church, I must 
yet observe, that the design of some does not stop here. - The 
establishment- of a-national- church ts-1n view.z-not only by / Me 2 
Some of the Lutherans, but also- of other denominations. : 
most 5anguine expectations are-enteriained that all ChridGan 
denominations will, ere long, join in one body. That such is 
the case, does not.only appear from many verbal expressions, 
but also from printed propositions, of -which, if necessary, I 
could produce a sufficient testimony. Fhe attempt for: a na- 
tional Synod is introduced-under-the garb-of a universal broth- 
erhood among atl christians, and to - hasten- the period when 
they shall have but one Shepherd, and be one flock. Now it 
is supposed. by many, that this period being nearly at hand, 
nothing is wanting to form the zenith of. unity -but an agree- + 
ment to be governed by a national assembly, to lay aside. alt 
party-distinctions, and to drop controversial Subjects of doc- 
trine for ever. This, then, would be the blessed Millennium 
predicted by the holy scriptures. Such. are the visionary 
" dreams of many in our days ; hence the labor with assiduity _ 
to promote this cause ; and being the heralds of the destruc- 
tion of party walls, they anticipate in sharing.great-honors in 
this new dispensation. But let me examine these things alit- 
tle closer. The scriptures certainly predict a very harmoni- 
OUS Ume, which s}.1l commence before heaven and earth shall 
blaze in the-final conflagration, a period whoge duration shall « 
be a thousand. years:;; the jubilant sabbath- of .the world, ush- 
ered in by. ten thousand myriads of. bright Urim, and the 
rushing sound of the chariot of paterval. Deity, shining from. 
the east even unto the west ; reigning in .his meridian glory.. 
whose ensign, dipped in his divine-bload, is-planted- inal 
hill, whereunto the nations shall assemble. But before such. a. 

charming union can take place; before guch imparadised be- 
| ide can embrace the human family, all must become of oti® 
Heart and mind, and. be like instrumental barmony. T@Qunite 
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isTight, (at least to him.) 
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the different denominations must be a vain. ing, beſore 
they believe uniform doctrines. - Differencesin ee at first 
oven them to be separate people ;-hence- the effects will ney- 
er,cease,. until the cause-be stopped- As s00n- as all believe 
one dactrine, then. the:canse-of division ceases ;.union then, 
without any further -exertions, will be--the. infallible result. 

\Nevertheless, the votaries of the National Synod, bent. upon 
their designs, Ceclare-that disputed Logan Such as divide 
the different-christian denominations, should be dropped.; Can- 

troversial sekmons are even-deemed-by many to be ho aiaful, be- 
cause they have a tendency to offend: some,. at-least.such- who 
cannot gupport their. rotten -systems by Sound arguments. 
What language is more current among people.at this time, in- 
dicative of ignorance and lukewarmness, than the following ? 
Viz: + Tt does not matter what -or- how one believes, 1-the 
heart anly means-1t-well; hmetes any one thinks. to be right, 

#-« Let every man be. fully persua- 
ded in his own mind,” What an encouragement-to-lukewarm- 
ness! What is thegheart of man; that any one can-plead- its 
meaning. well in a state-of error-?- It 1s-treacherously wicked, 
and a fool only depends upon it. - Fhe understanding must be 
illuminated, $0 as to:embrace nothing but-the truth, beſore the 
Soul can fully enjoy God. Our blessed. Lord zaith, * He that 
believeth on me, as the scripture hath 8aid, out of his belly shall 
How rivers of living water,” John v11. 88. Not-he thay. he- 
jlieveth.any way, only meaning 1t well, but-* he that behtevetk 
as the 8cripture hath 8aid,” &c. The human soul does not only 

Possess a will to mean well, but also an understanding toview 
the beauties of divine As 7.0 Is it rational that the will- only, 

the half of the 8oul, should be devoted to the service:nf God? 
A divided soul !- how-can that be well pleasing to hinf?:.. The 
nnderstanding, that noble faculty, by which the 8oul claims 
kindred with angels, and walks the planetary-regions, 18 At POs- 
ible that it should be excluded from the enjoyment-of genu- 
ine knowledge; .and leave all to the well-meaning of the,wvill ? * 
Was Christ indifferent concerning the tr:iuh? Did he leave, it 


+ « Let every man : be fully pereuaded i in his nwn mind,” Rom. 14, v. 5. This 
verse is shamefully perverted by some, w we. imagine whatever any man be- 
heves to be right, 1s right to him, if it should be-ever 80 wrong*; because; {-t 
every man be pereuaded in, his own mind.» But;the Apoatle,.1 in.thc preceding 
part of the verse, only saith, y! One man esteemeth; one Cay abou another; an- 
other exteemeth ever day alike,” And then he $aith,” ® Zet eveyg-man be fully 
persraded,” &e, if this were true, that whatsoever any one- & 
right, that it then would be Tight, it would not have been nece the bp 
ly Scriptures to be revealed, use every ,0ne might have fallowed his 

nagination, and be right. He might be a murderer, thies, &e. and bemg 


n 
© 0%. he beheved it to he right; the: efore it wotld be Tight to hin Nov 
ahackgng cotichusioh; : | | 
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17 
to the well-meaning of the Pharisees, and the common popu- 
lace? No? His life was devoted to'it; he did not only die as 
a sacrifice, but also as a' martyr, for the sake-of the truth, when 
he witnessed a good confession before Pontius Pilate.” - Does 
it now become those who are called'his servants, -to' be Silent 
upon points of doctrine, when there is nothing upon divine 
record which is a matter of indifference—treacherously to cry 
out peace, peace, when there is no peace, and*to please. all . 
denominations, $0 that a. general - peace, a National Synod, 
might be the result? It is evident; that the different creeds/ of 
the"several denominations -eannot all-be- scriptural:-there-must 
be heresies among some of them ; because they clash, even in 
matters of importance. Their doctrines are to be known by 
their books of confession- and discipline ; and their ministers 
are commonly: pledged. to them, as by an oath, when ordained. 
Now it 1s. mpossible for any of them to preach SO as to please 
all denominarions, without disguising-and omitting s0me of his 
gentiments. To do 80, would it not be breaking the most sol- 
emn-vows, made through ordination? AH would have to drop 
disputed points, before all could be united: it s0, there would 
be 'a union formed of persons with broken vows! - It then 
would become necessary that every minister $should learn to 
believe his own creed, ard every opposite one, before he could 
become 'a feather of this variegated halcyon. He must pos- 
geas the art of pleasing all, a conscience pliable to every creed, 
and alive to every touch of interest. He maust be a Lutheran, 
a Presbyterian, an Episcopalian, an Independent, a Methodist; 
a Baptist, a Roman Catholic, a Quaker, a Mennonite, a Sha-' 
king Quaker, a Moravian, a Universahan, a Republican and: 
a Reyative, a 'Fattler and a Free Mason, a Jew, a Mahometan,, $-: 
a Pagani, and an Infidel! Lo! a divided union—a united di-" 
vision® A connexion neither cold nor hot : not cold nor in- 
different - with "respect to temporat interest, nor the Tove-of 
fame; 'nor hot in charity, nor zealous in maintaining the pe- 
eutiar doctrines of Christ. Here the coldness on the one hand, 
and the-hotness on he other, mixed together, wall form wack 
a. climate that all manner-of amphibious animals may live-in 
its. waters, even those of the dark nether regions may live in 
them without freezing. 

Such a national Synod "might draw the cords of ministers 
closer together,” make their temporal interests common, in- 
crease-their influence, magnify their grandeur, and, by degrees, 
be established by civil authority. Fhere have been too many 
of the clergy, (especially of the Eastern aud Northern-states,) 
complaining and railing against. our goverament for not estab- 


lishing the church by « civil authority, giving them their annual 
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who are dissatisfied with the liberties the common' and poor 
people enjoy. They are"etiamoured with the grandeur of the 
maenarchs of Europe, like the children of Igrael-in the days of 
Samuel were with those of the surrounding heathens. Many 
are not satisfied that they enjoy citizenship, free protection in 
their cause, and have every opportunity to manifest their use- 
tulness ; whereas their predecesgors, the Apostles, were con- 
tinually persecuted, exposed to” peril and death: but they 


cannot rest until they be secular princes—until a gorgeous 


king be enthroned—until orders of knighthoods and nobilities 


be created for America. Our civil constitution, the*best pro- 


duction of the kind the world ever saw, with outspread. wings, 


_ equally protecting the rich and the poor, and is the citadel of 


our Sacred temple of liberty, reared in our wide extended Un- 
10n/ whoge spires- meet the clouds—s$he, as if wisely inspired, 
knows whit tends to our national salvation : she prohibits'the 
clergy from getting temporal authority. It was the clergy 
in most ages of-the world, though I mean the corrupted only, 
who were the cause of many bloody persecations, whenever 
they possesscd 8ufhcient power. Notwithstanding the several 


 1mportunate petitions for-established churches, America, since 


her. independency, never $uffered the clergy to $raeP her em- 
pyrean s8ceptre of freedom, and whose shores 

contaminated with the blood of martyrs. Since, all- direct 
means- to the establisghment of political religion have-proved 
abortive ; but now, Americans open your eyes !-another policy, 
under the cloak of a brotherhood, 18 at work ; a National Sy- 
nod-1s in view! A majority of all the clergy, of all denomi- 
nations, with their good reputation, their wealth, their learn- 
ing, centred 4n a:Natienal Synod, their-igfluence in 8ociety 
would be unparalleled. All they need is -a general under- 
standing, a common interest, with amalgamated influence, to 
$nborn the populace.to send such representatives to Congress 
80bgidiary to. their long premeditated scheme ; the Constitu- 
tion might then be rejected, America -cnslaved, the bloody 
flag of persecution hvuisted—and 'they, like temporal-lords, 
reigning in the-plenitude of power- The clergy in Europe, at 
an eatiy day, were humble servants of Christ; but how 8oon, 
when. they drew their cords close together, whole: countries 
were overwhelmed in one promiscnous ruin, and drenched 
with blood! .O, America; thou sceptred queen of the world, 
thow-patroness of liberty, look to” ruined Europe, and take 
warning!  *O, free' born Americans,” be . watchful over: our 
Messed constitution, lest-3t may.be undermined before ye ar 

a | 


 Stipends by taxation.” Lo! what pumbets of clandestine wor-+ 
© 4 shippers of monarchy and of law regulated or political religion, 
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aware of it. It is not enough that we have it—we mutt als6. 
preserve,it. Happy will it be for America, if- the different 
denominations remain externally divided, whilst the union of 
all believers remains of a more invisible nature. Blessed will 
her climes be, as long as their temporal interests clash ;. peace- 
ably will her citizens dwell under the fruitful boughs: of her 
towering tree of hberty, whilst the clergy are.not supported by 
civil authority ; whilst they are maintained by the gratitude of 
their people, and venerated as the meritorious messengers. of 
the most High. Rs. 

O, Americans ! the best means of preserving our liberty, is 
to cultivate the holy religion of Jesus,. which. is-full of truth, 
zustice and mercy. Infuse its principles into. the minds of the 
rising generation ; then our extensive empire ntay. blossom. 
like, the rose—produce new heroic. Washingtons and philo- 
80phic Jeffersons ; ages upon ages will unfold new splendors ; 
whilst bloody tyrants cause Europe to groan under.oppression, 
with countries desolated, with fields smoking with human 
blood and gore, with cities wrapt in fire, and. incessant woes 
filling the breasts of crying widows and orphans—a,sight at 
which heaven bleeds, and angels drop tears of sympathy... Vice 
debases a nation, and 1s the introduction. ob all the.concomitane 
miseries.. Where are now the nations and empires of -ancient 
renown? Where the Assyrian, the Macedonian, the Grecian, 
the ,Roman—once. 80 celebrated among mankind,. at whose 
voice the surrounding nations trembled? Alas! are they not 
precipitated from the clouds of heaven to the abyss of eternal 
Shame and misery, where the ghosts of departed empires stalk 
about in $ad lamentation. of their former glory !.- Their deso+ 
lation and ruin followed their departure from the, path of duty, 
virtue and. honor ! | MO 

Americans! I cannot conclude. withaut alarming you a little 
more, that our. hberty is endangered. © Behold, how many 
dupes there are—-duped by the worldly mmded into their sec- 
ular designs. What numbers have become $0 lukewarm in 
their political as well as religious principles, that. it becomes a 
matter-of indifference for whom they vote as our representa- - 
tives on the days of our election. This is. the idle s0ng of 
many : * 7t-matters not what manner of. politics.one has imbi- 
bed, whether of this or that, if he only means it well; if he can 
please us with hs emiles, his neighborly turns $hartly before the 
day of. election, or even with a bowl of grog, he.shail have our 
$1ffrage.” O, what a shame for free-born Amerieans to be } 
like Esau, to sell their birthright for a*trifle ;- to despise 80 1n- 
valuable a legacy of .God, our liberty; - costmg” the blood of 
many of®ur forefathers! But-1t.geemas that Tiberty can anti” 
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- agses cannot live e without tyrannical masters !_ 


Libecoln county, 


be enjoye.,by a. wise, and virtuous people ;-but dupes. and 


.1 add, no more, lest I should appear. too political, for a man 
in mz .ofhce. However, I claim no more than citizenship, and 
the, reedom' of speech, | 

The humble Servant of the reader. 


DAVID UEXRBL, 


Report 
Of the Evangefical Lutheran Synod of North- Carolina, and adjacent States, 

_ held at Buffaloe-creek Church, in Cabarrus county, Trinity, A. D. 1819. - 

The ministers and deputies from North-Carolina, &c. met, 
according to the constitution of the Synod, (sce Luther, article 
of the constitution 2d, page 153,) at Buffaloe-creek Church, 
on Sunday the 6th of Juve, 1819. 

The following members of the Synod met ; the Rev. Philip 
Henkel, from Tenressee, and the Rev, Daniel Moger, from 
N.C. ordained ministers ; the Rev. David 
Henkel, trom Lincoln county, N.' C. and the Rev. Joseph E. 
Bell, from Tennessee, © consecrated candidates ; Frederick 
Hoke, Esq. St. John's Church, Daniel Lutz, Esq. and Peter 


" Exq. School-house Church, Messrs. Jacob Forney, 
hite Haven, Isaac Maune Long-creck, George Howis and 
dam Kloninge - Philadelphia Church, depunies ; Mr. David 
y: also took a Seat among us, As a private friend—all 
rom Lincoln county, N. C. 

The president of the last Synod, which was held in 1817, 
did not attend to his duty, (sﬆe Lither, page 155, article 9th 
constitution.) It was Said that the Rev. C. Storck was very 


81ck, at the distance of about two miles from the church ; but 
hoping that his sickness was not unto death, we addressed to 


ol the following letter, and sent'it by Peter Hoyle, Esq. and 


[r. Ritchie; but when they arrived at the house, he was 
gone. They pursaed; and oyertook him going home, and 
handed him this letter 7 


See: -creek Meeting-house, Cabarrus Ca, Nate } 
Tranity Sunday, June 6th, 1819. 

Rey. 518: We, your brothers.in Christ, are met at this time 
and place, according to the constitution. and disciplinie of the 
Lutheran Synod of N. Carolina, and adjacent states, in order 
fa hold a Synod; but, 'to. our great mortification, no sacra- 


® 
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ment was appointed by you, the president,” a 
constitution/ of said Synod. We an, rol 
prescribed by rule. We- are" strangers, far: 
according to the constitution and Liecipline, we per=76 beg 
ing Synod, If you will not attend, we must d without 
you ; but we pray you to attend," for 'the sake' of the blessed 
Jesus and his church. We will wait for you till to-nforrow 
9 o'clock, A. M. OB” 
Signed by all the ministers and deputies. + — 7 

Peter Hoyle, Esq. and Mr. Ritchie, returned to us the fol- 
lowing written statement ; a true copy of this was delivered 
to- 8aid Storch, and his answer was—*I am indisposed ; and 
if.I were not indisposed, I wauld not attend ; for conference 
1s over, and there 1s none now depending?” - He further or- 
dered his elders not to open the doors, and. thereby-prevent a 
Synod from being assembled. 

Signed, Peter HovyLE, and I. RiTcurt.- 

We then sought, amongst strangers, an asylum for. the even- 
Ing, which, thank God, we easily procured. 
Monday, Fune 7th.—The ministers and deputies all ; aSSem- 
bled, as the day before, at the church; and about 9 o'clock, 
A. M..a mimber. of pers0ns met_to hear preaching. The 
doors being opened, the Rey. J. E. Bell spoke from 1. Co- 
rinthians, c. 10, v. 15; and the Rey. David Henkel addressed 
the audience upon the s$ubject of Antichrist. After preach- 
ing, we retired to the shade: of the trees, near- the church, 
where, with singing and praying, we opened Synod. The Rev. 
Philip Henkel was elected President.of the. Synod, and J, L. 
Bell Secretary and Freasurer. 8 

The following petitions were read, viz.: _1.. Petition fre 
four congregations in 'Tennessee, praying” that their minister, 
J. E. Bell, might be advanced to the highest order of the min- 
istry. 2. Petitions from, Granger and Hawkins counties, Ten, Pl 
praying for ministerial labors in their neighborhood, Stating a 
wish to be supplied by our Synod. - 3. Petition from School- 
house church, Lincoln county, in favor of David HenkePs ad» 
vancement, and remenstrating against a "harsh an Illegal de- 
cision against said Henkel, at a former iNegal meeting, and 
declaring a final separation if not attended to, 4.. Petition 
from St. John's Church, in substance the same as the 3d. 
5. Petition from Philadelphia Church, stating how unfair and 
unlawful means had been taken to degrade the Rev. David 
Henkel, at a former illegal assembly ; and in other respects 
the 8ame in substance as the 3d and 4th. 6. Letters from the 
Rev. 4Jam Miller and Jacob Zink, were reatl, excusing ther . 
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uties produced. cer- 
g in full communion with 
ed to a seat and vote; They all pray- 
ed, unanimously, that” the Rev. David Henkel be advanced ; 
Stating that he was a zealous preacher of: the gospel, a good 


church, were entitled 


citizen, and a moral and a well informed man ; and that all- 


the complaints heretofore laid against him, ; were founded in 


prejudice, to the best of their knowledge and belief, 8. Ac- 


cording to the constitution, the Rev. Joseph E. Bell 'and the 
Rev. David Henkel produced their theological treatisesy which 
were highly approved. Then said Bell and Henkel were, by 
the laying on of hands, and prayer, ordained .Bishops-(com- 
monly. called pastors) of the Christian Church, 'and received 
their credentials far the same. +9. The constitution of Union 
Seminary, in Greene county, Ten. is to be laid before the Rev. 
Paul Henkel and the Rev. Robert J, Miller, and if they ap- 
prove the 8ame, it shall be the constitution of the same, and the 
money collected for it, shall be given to it. 10. The Rev. 
Philip Henkel, or J. E. Bell, or both, wilb visit the petitioners 
in Granger and Hawkins counties as often as posgible, until 
the. next Synod. 11, The ministers reported that they had 
baptised and.confirmed since the last Synod, as follows : + 


Infants, Adults. Slaves. Confirmed. Buried, 


Philip Henkel :-- {137 191 © 205: 
David Henkel - < 383 49 38 135 11 
Joseph E. Bell =. 105 27 1 147 

Adam: Miller --- 146 10. 33 10 


+12. The Synod regrets the inexcusable absence of 80 many 
members, requesting them to conform, for the future, to the 
Eonstitution of the church, 13. The Treasurer 1s ordered and 
authorised to have. the reports of this' Synod printed, and to 
pay for the same out of the money now-in his hands, provided 
8aid money 1s sufficient to do-the same. 
The Synod was dismissed with prayer. 
JOS. E. BELL, Secretary, 
Answe> to'the Petitions i fuvor of David Henkel. 
Trinity Sunday, and Monday 
' | following, A. D. 1819.. 
The tonstitutional Synod, held at Buffaloe-creek Church, 
Cabarrus county,/N. C. took into consideration the case- of the 
Rev. David Henkel and his congregations : * First, the decis- 
1008 against 8aid Navid Henkel were transacted at a time not 
according to rule—see Luther, page 153, article 2d, page 156, 
articte'13th—therefore, musrt-'be void: Secondly, the above 
petitions recommending $aid David Henkel as a zealous 


. 


_ 


© 


preacher, of good moral behavior, 4:bool 1 
nothing. appearing to the contrary EN 
time and place ' the Synod were $u; 
consider 1t our duty to advance said D. Henkel — 
of a'Pastor, in conformity to the mat | in Luther, p. 175. _— 

He and the Rev; Joseph E. Bell were ordained by a unani- 4 


mous vote of the Synod. 
—, PHILIP HENKEEL, President. 


4 SHORT DEFENCE IN MY OFFN CASE. e 


| Whereas 'several charges were exhibited against me at the. 
extempore meeting in, April,* 1819, which were then tried, Cs 
and the decision published 'in the minutes of "April; and as i 
many persons are ignorant as to the nature-of the case, the FE 
following $tatement relative thereto is made : | 

The meeting in April was not a lawful Synod, not being 
convened on a legal time; Hence the decisions against me 
could not'be-binding on me longer than till the following legal 
Synod, which was held in June. «It 1s true there hank been a 
. rule, adopted in 1817, which authorises the: President, with 
the advice of two ministers, during vacancy, to silence' atiy one 
until the next Synod—see Luther, page 164. Now had their 
conviction led then to believe me guilty of the aforesaid char- n 
ges, they might have silenced me, agreeably tothis rule, until 
the' next Synod ; but it is to be observed, that*they did not $1- 
lence me. Two days after the trial, they gave me” a license 
extending to the next Synod. The following i 1s a true copy 
and translation of said license+ 

« Nomine Jesu. This 1s to certify, that Mr. David Henkel | 
has been examined agrecably to'the order of -the Evangelical 
Lutheran ,Ministerial Assembly of the state of North-Caro- 
lina, and adjacent States, with respect to his knowledge of the --- po 
Evangelical doctrine; and the requisite qualifications to bear | 
the office of aw evangelical teacher ; in consequence thereof,  - b 
he is hereby authorised to preach publicly, to catechise, and to 
baptise,an the congregations of Lincoln county, and in.all other 
vacant congregations of the evangelical'church, wherever it 
-may Jjustly be requested, until the next conference.” Testrhed 
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* Said meeting in April was composed of-the Rev. Cc. 'Storck, Robert * 
Miller, Jacob Sherer, Godirey Preber, and G. Shober, ordained ministers; 
also of Daniel Moser and Michael —_— Ne were then ordained; toge 
with a few. candidates, &c, oF K5 
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by us, the. alias. ar $aid conference, with the rignatures's of 
out names, and the minivierinl. seal affixed, this 30th A Apr, 


7 1819.” p10 CHARLES STORC 
[L. 5] Ny G. SHOBER, Sec'y. | 
The original of this license I yet have in my possessi0ns 
From it, it is evident that they fully acquitted me of every” 
charge, or at least they acquitted me of all criminality. The li- 
* cense says that they had examined me, and found me to possess 
tne requisite qualifications to bear the office of the ministry, 
and in consequence thereof authorised, Moreover, they also 
offered me a letter of recommendation—see minutes of the 
April meeting, page 12, sec. 21. Notwithstanding, I am pub- 
lhshed in said minutes as having acted rash, &c, Yet, for all 
that, it ems I was qualified for the ministry, and entitled to a 
letter -of recommendation. From this the reader may learn, 
that the meeting of April did not deem the charges alleged 
against me 80 criminal as to silence me; 1therwise they would, 
| or ought to have done.s80, Being thus d<clared, m the afore- 
Said license, to passess the requisite qualifications for the min«. 
7Sstry, and a letter of recommendation proposed to be given me 
Fo by the ministers who composed the April meeting, hence there 
F_ was nothing to prevent my-ordination- by the legal Synod in 
June following. 

_ 'But I am blamed for not applying to Mr. Storck; at the ex- 
piration of six months, for a:candidate license, &c. TI answer, 
that I had no need to apply for any, when I was legally or- 
damned a pastor on Trinity, The license I received from them 

anly extended to the next conference, (or Synod,) which ap- 
pears frum its contents, although their minutes say for six 
a months, see page 12 ; or that they had thus resolved "that my 
icense should extend ix months. "Here is a contradiction. 

Agreeably to which should I have acted*-...Agreeably to' the | 

license which only extended to the next Synod, or agreeably 
to the minutes, which say that-it extends tor 81x months! It 

;s evident that T could not have acted agreeably to both. Mr. 

Shober is, perhaps, ready to plead errors; but who is to know 

which he means to be an error—the Heenge he 8igned, or the 
minutes he had printed? What makes this case srill more 

doubtful, is, that he has since declared, im his minutes of 1820, 
« that I received a license-as catechet for one year,” See page 
5: "Thus he gives three different statements of my license : 

1st, in the minutes of April, * for six months ;” 2d, in the 1i- 
cense :itself, * until the Next conference ;”” and 3d, wm his last 

minutes, * for one year.” But whereas, a catechet or candi- 
date has no other guthority to show for his administrations bur 
ply hs licemc—who can blame me for having acted kgreey- 
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bly to my license. My license only extended to the next Sy- 
nod : the next Synod was held on Trinity following. | Now 
had IT acted as a catechet after my license had.expired, I would 
| have acted for '8ome length of time without any authority. It 
was therefore necessary for me to be authorised anew, in some 
manner, at the legal Synod on Trinity, or else- to have acted 
for a while without authority. What man of common sense 
can blame me ſor not acting without authority? The mem- 
bers of the April meetipg unanimously agreed, that the decis- 
_jons of a call-Synod should remain valid until the sncceeding 
_ Synod. The following are the words of their resolution, ex- 
tracted from their minutes. This resolution was formed at 
the very commencement of their session, Their minutes say, 
page 5, 8ec. 2, © It was ſurther unanimously acceded to, that 
our reyerend president, with the consent of two or three _or- 
dained ministers residing in his vicinity,.1s authorised to call 
a Synod, and to make other orders and regulations which will 
not admit of delay, and which should be valid until the $uc- 
ceeding meeting of the Synod.” Now the license they gave 
me-.was exactly in conformity to this resolution, viZ ; to be 
valid until the succeeding Synod, I acted agreeably to my 
license and this resolution, by them unanimgusly adopted. But 
it is a great pity that they did not act agreeably to this their 
own resqlution themselves. ” The April meeting was only a 
call-Synod—but Trinity a legal one. Instead that they, agree- 
ably to their own resolution, should have owned their transac- 
tions to. be valid until the succeeding meeting. of the Synod, 
they endeavored to enforce their decisions upon the church as 
synodical and lawful, for a longer term than to the meeting of 
the next Synod, in open violation to the constitution, and con- 
trary. to their own resolution. None of them, except the Rev. 
D. Moger, ever showed thercselves at;the legal Synod on Trin- 
ity, to give a legal account of their transactions, | 
The most of the charges exhibited against .me in April, 
were $SInCe published.] in the papers ;. hence, for the satisfaction 
of -my congregations, and other friends, a committee of investi- 
gation were appointed to examine said charges. They formed 
answers to every charge, The following is the verdict.of said 
committee, extracted from their report : We, the Subscribers, 
constituting a committee, being jointly. as8embled from our 
several congregations, in Ur 12 ron in order to investigate 
the charges alleged against the Rev. David fenkel; and er 
examining respectable witnesses, who have accurate knowledge 
of these things, we Report, that it would be no interest nor 
credit to us to-uphold a wicked man ; but as $ lov as, we find 
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| no _greatet fault with Mr. D, Henkel than hitherto, we can by 


no means think of dismissing him as our pastor. . We are $at- 
isfhed, With respect to the censure in the publication against- 


; the Rev, Paul Henkel, David's father, we reply, Where is the 
.parent that would not inquire into the affair of his child when 


evil reports are exhibited? And would not any parent rejoice 
to find such reports contradicted in the very neighborhood 
where they were first exhibited? The Rev. Paul Henkel was 
80 informed by persons of credit. But we, cannot add much 


| to the general reputation of Paul Henkel by our vindication, 


a great number of years, in many parts of our Union.” 


Jacob Forney, Henry Rudisail, junior, John D. Abernathy, 
Peter Stamy, Jacob CLoninaer, Jacob Aderhold, Isaac Mauney, 


gzcab Monk, John Dotters, George Seller, Peter Hoke, David 
.Thronbergh, John Smith, Christopher Siegman, Adam Keiser. 


Lincolnton, N, C. Fuly 18th, 1820. 

« We, the subscribers, constituting select, councils for the 
purpose of examining the repart of the committee of investi- 
gation, who had met in Lincolnton 'on the 18th of July, for the 
purpose of investigating the charges exhibited against the Rev. 
David Henkel, declare,” that we have examined said report, 
and do highly approve the same, And from the just respec- 
tability we entertain of the persons who constituted said com- 
mittee, we have no doubt but-they examined all the charges 
impartially, agreeably to.the testimonies of-respectable wit- _ 
nesses.. We acquiesce in their, verdict, It 1s also our opin- 
10n, that there are no just grounds why the Rev. David Henkel 
should not be respected as a worthy pastor of the church. All 
the charges exhibited against him have not in the least les- 
sened his good reputation, in our view,” 

Abraham Forney, Philip Young, M. -B. Garner, Michael 
Cloninger, John Leinberger, Frederick Kilion, John Sifford, 
Andrew Derr, Gottlieb Helderman, Moses Abernathy, Alex. 
M'Corkle, Wm, Rader, Jacob Keener, Jacob Summit, of Leb- 


_ anon, July 23d, 1820; John Abernathy, Wm. Robinson, Peter 


Edleman, Alexander Reid, Christian' Heaker, John V. Can- 
non, William Beal, Wm. Hager, Miles D. Abernathy, of 
White Haven, July 30th, 1820 ; George Howis, Lewis Clem- 
mer, Frederick Kowis, David Cloninger, Michael Rein, Lewis 


'Lhronberg, Jonathan Thronberg, Christian Best, Jacob Best, 
Lewis Leinberger, Frederick Leinberger, sen. of Philadelphia, 


August 6th, 1820 ; John Moeney, John Boehm, Frederick 
Carpenter, of Beaver-Dam, August 16th, 1820; Daniel Grose, 
Anthony Shitcl, Adam Segel, Peter Michael, Peter Vian, 


+ 


__ 
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Peter Sane, Daniel Lutz, Esq. John Rudeseel, Jacob Haase, - _ -. 
Samuel Yount, Jacob. Probst, Jacob Remhart, Daniel Sege}, 0 
Daniel Michael, Henry Hoke, John Segel, of School-House, \ 
August 19th, 1820 ; Peter Little, Esq. George Swith, Jogeph. — + LY 
Isenhower, Henry Stein, Christian - ef: Philip Hetrick, 
Daniel Bowman, Henry Yount, John Lzenhower, 8en; John 
Stein, 8en. John Miller, Henry Gross, John. Moser, Henry 
Dejenhart, Daniel Hoke, Anthony Moose, Lewis Hafer, jun. | 
Frederick Hoke, Esq. of St. John's, August 14th; 1820, oo 
I must observe, that it is my private opinion. that my accu- 
ser would not have gone tothe extent he did in opposing me, - 
had he not been wrongly mtormed in several instatices, and hal , 
things not been misrepresented. I have  also reasons to 'be- 
lieve that some others endeavored to fan the fires of  conten- 
tion. But whether he would wilfully wrong me, or-any other 
man, I leaye to God and to his own conscience to judge. I 
positively declare, (although he may differ from me in-his re- 
Iigious sentiments,) that I entertain no | private animosity 
against his person, nor do I wish, that any of my friends 
Should, Many of his relations and family connexions are res- 
pectable people, and a goodly number are friends to as both. 
Neither have I any hatred against any of his friends, in con- 
sequence of our contest, - Several, and perhaps all, of the. com- 
mittee and councils who subscribed the above verdict in my 
favor, are friends to him as well as tome; nor have they sub- 
scribed their names to it with a view to injure his reputation. 
The reasons I have for thinking s0 are, because they, in a 
general way, were opposed to all harsh measures. I ami much 
obliged to the committee and the councils, for their christian 
and beneyolent advice, 


Ol ICT an er 


" 1 : S- _ Bk 

—_ oy 

[ -». 

" - FT: 2 

: . 6 > 32 
- - } "E 2 0% » \ 

. : ; = ft #4 I”, a* © 4 -— ge” * Co 

. A "I : Y OST ES: F" IN * 
0 OYOBW  IRe yy, WILT eioonry WO Wor ar HP" PEI. Wis, mg, 
, C. 


DAVIN HENKEL. 
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Reas0ns 


Shown why the Rev. Charles Storck, Robert J. Miller, Gottkeb Shober, God- 

_ trey Dreher, and Jacob Sherer, full ordained Ministers, who composed the 
meeting of April, 1819, an all such as they then-and ance ordained, and 
their candidates and catechets, and guch other mimusters who since stand 
connected with them, cease. to be a regular: Lutheran'Synod of this and — _ 
the adjacent states; and why my father, brother Philip, and myself, refu- _ 


scd to. join im; with them on Trinity, 1820, at Lincalnton. 


It is not ray intention to notice all the sneers and frivolities K 
of individuals, but to show to the Lutheran community where- | 
in the aforesaid m:nisters have departed from .8ome of the 
fules and doctrines of the church, Indeed, there are some of 
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this connexion who have not departed as far as others ; but as 
they belong to one body, they are partakers of one common 


cause. The Rev. Joxeph E. Bell is certainly a very great ex: 


ception to any of the Mst, both as it respects his talents and 
conduct. But O, eloquent Bell !'it was thy misfortune to join 


this connexion. Hadst thou known things and persons prop- 


erly, perhaps thou wouldst not have taken this step. _ 
The following sections will give a general view of their de- 
viation from the rules and doctrines of the church, &c. 


_'1. Breach of the constitution in 1819. It must, at first_ 


view, be evident to all orderly and decent persons, that no well 
regulated church can be preserved as such, without adhering 


to certain Christian rules, founded upon a just constitution. - 


What would be the result in'a state, provided a majority of 


 representatives could do as they pleased, without submitting 


to a constitution, or deviate from it whenever they saw proper? 
The Evangelical Lutheran Synod of this and the adjacent states 
had adopted a constitution, and which was legally amended in 
1817, when translated into the English language. Said con- 
stitution wisely specified the time and place of the meeting of 
the Synod, viz: © Annually on Trinity Sunday, in rotation of 
counties.” This, indeed, was a wise arrangement to prevent 
designing men from 'assembling in a clandestine manner, at an 


improper time-and'place, when they might obtain a favorite 


point which they knew they could not in a full Synod. The 
Succeeding Synod after the year 1817, was appointed to meet 
according to rule, on Trinity, 1819, But contrary to rule, the 
meeting in April was called, not merely for the purpose of 
consulting on things which would not admit of delay, and then 
to appear at the legal Synod, either to' have their decisions ap- 
proved or rejected: instead of that, they imposed their trans- 
actions as s8ynodical upon the church, and published those to 
be stubborn who did not attend at their meeting. The Rev. 
Philip Henkel. requested them by letters, which were re- 
ceived and read in April, to meet on Trinity following, as 


prescribed by rule; also stating that he had received no timely 


nor official notice of their premature meeting. Had he even 
been informed, yet they had no legal authority to require his 
presence, since the very ends they assign for their premature 
meeting are as -unconstitutional as the time of meeting itself. 
The reasons' assigned for meeting s0oner than the legal time, 
were, because they wished to send a deputy to Baltimore to 
meet the Synod of Pennsylvania, who assembled on Trinity in 
order to establish a General Synod. But, in the first place, it 
must be vbserved, that the plap they proposed and adopted for 


v 
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a General Synod is contrary to the abvehth article of the Augs: 
burgh Confession of Faith, as is sufficiently-demonstrated-in. 
the preceding oration. "Neither couldhey establish a General 
Synod, on the aforesaid plan, without alteritig and amending 
the constitution, 'as it does no where authorise the Synod- 16 
adopt any such thing. - 'The constitution, inasmuch as it makes 
the Augsburgh Contession of Faith the. point of union, is ex- 
pressly against said plan. The constitution cannot be altered 
nor amended, unless two-thirds of all the ministers and depu- 
ties agree: See Luther, page-156. No two-thirds-ever-al- 
| tered or amended it since 1817, for there was no lawful 
appointed until Trinity, 1819, Thus it will be seen, that-they 
did not only violate the constitution 1n meeting t00 800n, but 
also in adopting a plan unauthorised by the constitution,”-and 
repugnant to the seventh article of the Augsburgh Contession 
of Faith. 

Provided the plan of the establisghment of a General Synod 
had been $0 laudable an undertaking, - why did-they-not defer 
it until the meeting of the legal Synod, and suffer it to be 
openly investigated agreeably to rule? Why this illegal; pre- 
mature $tep in a good cause? Would it have been impossible 
for North-Carolina <yer, at any other-time,. to have got into 
the connexion of a General Synod with Pennsylvania, but only 
on Frinity, 1819? - Since when has North-Carolina become 0 
deplorably dependent on Pennsylvania, that she must break 
her - own constitution to- get into-connextion?- It Seems 'she 
must do evil, that: good may come! Is-1t not a wonder that 
they did not first obtain the consent of all the ministers and 
congregations, in $0 great au alteration? Now af their-inten- 
tions were good, as they declare, why did they not meet on ' 
the regular time, and give satisfaction of - their conduct, espe- 
cially when Philip Henkel informed them that he had no time- 
ly nor official notice of their meeting ? They did not all gp to 
Baltimore....none but one. Is 1t reasonable to-think-that he, 
as also the candidates of Tennessee, should lose their votes, 
and obey what the others would, without their knowledge or 
consent, arbitrarily impose upon them? It is also to be ob- 
Served, that they, of Tennessee, were not all who were not 
present in April : others were absent, as. well as they. . The 
offence of breaking the constitution may, at frst view, Seem a 
light matter; but it was mutually agreed upon—it served as a 
mutual promise, or as a truce: now it the breaking. or disrc- 
garding of a promise, or truce, or the falsifying of one's word, 
1s not considered criminal, then we need to make acetic 
tion between truth and falsehood, and idelity and treachery. 


-2. The constitution denied by their president, CharlesStorck, 
and their-secretary, G, Shober, in 1820, at Lincolnton, N. C.. 
The Rey, Joseph E. Bell, my father, my brother Philip Hen- 
kel, myself, and our depaties, were willing to govern and be 
governed by the regular established constitution. Thus we 
. were willing to be censured legally, provided it should have 

been proved that we had acted improperly. But the Rev. 
Storck and Shober denied that we had a ratified constitution. 
'Fhat they. did $0, cannot only be proved by a crowd of wit- 
nesses, but Mr. Shober also'owns it in their minutes of 1820. 
Was it reasonable that 'we should have been governed without 
a constitution? - Should we have suffered them to have judged 
us without a law, and "they not be judged at all? The Pope 
only, in former times, judged, but reſused to be judged ; for 
none dared say to him, what dost thou? But what may be the 
reason that these two men, who, in regard to their age, de- 
Serve to be respected, had to shelter themselves under $0 bare- 
faced an assertion, in denying that we had a ratified constitu- | 
tion? Most melancholy circumstarice! Aged fathers, 800n s 
retiring to the silent mansions of the dead, muzt yet, when 7 
. their course 18 nearly finished, justify a misconduct at the very 
peril of truth! "Why did they deny the constitution ? "They ” 
well knew that they had violated it in 1819; that we were 
about to bring them to an account for it; that, agreeably to it, 
their transactions in' April would be declared void. Now, 
rather than to svbmi{ to law and justice, ike humble and God- 
fearing men, they grasped the last desperate means, which was 
the denying of the constitation, and an attempt to accomplish 
their ends by a majority without a law, or by a lawless ma- 
jority. In what manner 1s it possible to excuse them? Could 
they have forgotten! that they had a constitution? Can they 
plead this? (a) Is it possible that- Mr. Shober could have 
forgotten it, when he had compiled it—when he certified with 
the signature of his name, in the preface of said hook, that the 
Synod, in 1817, had adopted it—when he mentions the names 


: 
S = i 
4 F1 
% . 
". 
v_ - 
. : — w - Foun , 
F T” .—_—_— 
us - - pe 4 
_ - — %. 
— _= & S ” BT 
t 
ww 
” _ — * ©" he. +, OS 
a +. 
> . 4 a 
_—_— 
" - » z o - 
oy 
«s C. — — > 
- - » p 
J ag. 
bh 5 1-1 . 
© 
«? % Ci 
> = *- 
- ts 
= CY 
LEI o 4 
= bo 
1 


Ah — —— 
G_—_ 


o _ ene ta-<orms —_— 
PY = . _ _ 
-— _ ——_——_ " - _ 
© a. 
_w FY ar vo 2” - —_ — @ea—_— EG et ot tte 
we 
& 
* 
» 
. 
« 


l SY" RY Wa”... 


1 
FE 
t 
+ : 
- 
ii 
4 
TE; 
$2 
41 : 
f1; 
*4 ; 
: S 


pm [ENTS _ 
= 
- 

—_—_ - a 


P £ 
by - 
+0 

© IF5 
| | 
+ * 

: 

\ 

& 4 

, j 
i 3 4 

\ | 
G 

6 
q : 


% 
= 
” wv » ene, 
. 
9. 9 
* o 


= (a) The case of the Rev, C. Storek is extremely pitiful, He was a man of 
+ good standing, highly venerated, and very popular. But being aged, full of 
odily infirmities, which, in the nature of things, have a tendency to impair 
his mind,” and also being pertinaciously influenced by a subtile individual, alt 
this may have led him astray, and may measurably, in the eye of charity, ex- 
tenuate his migconduct. The Rev. Robert J, Miller was not present on Mon- 
day, when the constitution was denied : but afterwards he made Shober ac+ 
knowledge his error. But did said Miller also insist (as 8ome of the deputies - - 
did) that the iNegal transactions'in Apnil, 1819, should be recalled, and everya,* 
one he tried by the constitution, after it was owned? No. Had he, his conduct* * + 
would be highly applauded. What did it signify to own a constitution, and 


- 


noft'to act agrecably to it ? 
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_ of the committee who examined it—when he-calls it a consti- 
tution—when he had 1500 copies printed—when: he $old-it as 
sSuch—and when people bought it > Cy OW Was 
it not the, constitution, then it was a forged book by himself; 
which he imposed upon the community ; . but was it, (which, 
beyond all dispute, it was,) 1s it not-8hocking .that he 'could. 
have the face to deny it ! But were Storck and Shober only 
culpable ? No. The others were silent when the constitution - 
was denied. They elected said Storck- and Shober- as their 
officers the very same day ;. and, under them, a pretended-Sy- 
nod was opened. A Synod having officers denying the con- 
stitution—a Synod without a law—-a lawless caucus!” What 
man of prudence, who wishes to support a good: character, 
would associate . with a lawless club? What man of common 
sense would svuffer himself to be judged by the lawless? Had 
we united with them in this situation, we should have rendered 
ourselves ridiculous in the sight of all lovers of rule and order. 
But this assembly, some time after. the constitution was de- 
nied, owned it again; yet they never recalled the former ille- 
gal transactions of April, 1819. They. were 80 far from it, 
that they proposed. to. ratify said transactions. (See their 
minutes of 1820, page 11; sec. 12.) By this they wish their 
transactions to wear the aspect in the eye of .the'public, as if 
_now. they were lawful. - But the-very proposition they adopted 
to ratify them anew,. proves that they were unlawful. Had 
their transactions before been lawful, what need was there to 
ratiſy. them again? Lawful things need no- new ratification, 
because they are lawful in themselves. How can wrong 
things be made right by a ratification? A ratification of wrong 
things is the same as persisting in a wrong... Or, indeed, can 
wrong be right? Thus they must have ratified wrong things, 
as right ones do not need it, What may have been the reavon 
that Storck and Shober-were not silenced for their misconduct, 
when the Rev. .J. P. Franklow was sillenced in April, 1819, for 
s$ix months, for no greater fault, and perhaps not as great ? 
3, This connexion deviating from the doctrine- of the Lu- 
theran Church, with respect to the Lord's Supper. | 
The most of denominations have certain creeds, agreeably 
to which their ministers are to teach, and by which they are 
distinguished,. The-Lutheran church is distinguished from 
others, in her peculiar doctrines with respect to the sacraments 
and the person of Christ. "This church, also, has all along re- 
| cognised the Augsburgh Confession of Faith, -and Luther's 
| Catechism. Lutherans, when they are confirmed as members 
of the church, as8everate that they believe the doctrines they 
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were tau i agrecally eably to- PPP EY WIND ie when a 
minister by ordained, though confirmed before, yet he als0 vows 


obedience to the - ne] Confession of - Faith. Why are 


men called Lutherans? Is it not because they believe 
trines Luther taught? Noone, I hope, thus *denominates 
himself because- he trusts-in Luther the same as in Christ ; 
but because he has learnt his d 
cause he is his scholar. Now how can such be Luther's scho- 
lars who deny his doctrines ? If awfy one teaches contrary to 
what Luther *did,”he vange” be his- scholar, but- rather his 
teacher- 

"The Þþrevence of the real body and blood of Christ in the 
Lord's upper, is professedly the doctrine of the Lutheran 
church. | But this body of men do not teach this doctrine as 
Luther. did, nor according to the Augsburgh Confession of 


Faith; which is not: only evident from various testimonies, but 
also.; from their answer to Mr. J. Hill. (See their minutes of 


1820, page 18:) They say there, 4+ We do not believe, nor 
teach, that the body and blood of our Lord Jesus Christ is 
corporeally received along with bread and wine in the Lord's 
5upper.”? The word corporeal, signifies the having of a body : 
the corporeal body of Christ, or thi body of Christ, having a 
body! Wonderful expression! There is no body /in the uni- 


verse unless-it be corporeal: if it were not, it-could not be a' 
body, Even a 8piritual body 1s corporeal—that 1s, it 18 a body,” 


WAY did this connexion not express themselves gramimatigal- 
ly? Why this unpardonable 'tautology? © We-do not receive 
the body,” &c. « corporeally :” or, the body bodily—or, the 
body as having a body !!! Woetre there no scholars among 
them ? There Cindy were.” If the body and blood of Christ 
are at all received, they must be received corporeally ; because 
there is no body, &c. unless/it be corporeal—that j is, there can 
he-no body unless it be a body. It is evident that they mean 
the real body and blood of Christ are not received m the holy 
Eucharist, - This 1s still plainer from their subsequent expres- 


= Sion, when they say, viz: + But the-true:believer does. spirit- 


ually receive and partake-of'the same through faith in Jesus 
Christ, and all the s8aving benefits of his death and passion.” 

Agreeably to this, his. body and blood are not really present 
and administered; because they -admit-no-other-j "than 
a-$piritual one by faith. The unbeliever, therefore, does not 
become guilty-of the body and blood of the Lord by receiving 
them in unbehief:- in Short, he receives nothing but bread and 


Wines: - 
1 will now compare this, their doctrine, with'the Augsburgh 


rines from him ; hence 'be- 


= 
— 


PHT WM" of Faith, and Dr. Luther's own deckiratians, | in \ his 
catechism and elsewhere, in regard to this subject. It is yot 
my intention to dispute with other denomingtions, (in this see- 
tion,). who-always have differed ſrom-the- Lutheran church on 
this point ; but merely to show that this connexion, who call 
themselves Lutherans, do. not believe the Lutheran doctrine. 
The tenth article of the Augsburgh Confession of Faith, posI1- 
tively 8ays: 4% Of the Lord's supper, we teach thus, That the 
body and blood of Christ are there really present, and admin- 
istered under the external signs .of bread and wine. ” (b)- ,* 220 
Christ's body, &c. be really present and alministered, 1t must 
be a real (not an imaginary) body, &c. That which i 4 
corporeal, is not a real body nor blood. Now if the. body ar 
blood of Christ are really present and administered, how can 
the sentiments of these men be agreeable to this article, when 
they deny that the body and blood of Christ are Forporedll 
received—cspecially as the term corporeal is the same as 
ily? The article says, * The body and blood of Christ*arc 
administered,” &c. It does not say administered to the true be- 
liever ouly, but simply administercd.  Lest any person should 1 
think that my comment on this article should be wrong, I shall & 
here translate Dr. Luther's own words from the German, as he 
undoubtedly must have understood the true meaning of the 
; Augsburgh Confession-of Faith-better than any man in mod- 599TH 
erxn'times, when it was penned by his coadjutor Melanchton, : 
and examined, approved, and subscrihed by himself. __ The fol- 
lowing are his own words, taken from his larger catechism : 
* What is the sacrament of the altar? Answer: It is the truc 
body and blood of Christ in and with bread and wine, com- 
manded. by Christ's word, for us christians to eat and to 
drink.” Immediately after, he says ; * The word,-1 SAY, ts 
that which makes and distinguishes the sacrament, that it” is 


(5) This article is quoted from the 'English translation, in the book called 
Luther, by Mr. Shober; but the original German is more emphatical. The 
literal translation is as follows : * Of the Supper of the Lord, it is also taught, .- -. 
that-the true body and blood of Christ are truly present, under the fi e -of JT 
bread and wine, in the Lord's supper, and which are administered an roogh-  B&, | 
ved: Wherefore, the contrary doctrine is rejected.” * I must also observe, 7 
that Luther frequently calls bread the body of Christ, &c. which might lead © ©. 
ome to think that he taught a change of the elements; yet he denies this. But ” 
the _reason 1s obvious; he taught that the Lord's body is connected with the 
bread, &c. ; hence, for this reason only, he sometimes calls it the Lord's s body. 
That this is the case, is evident from various passages of his works, Neither 
did he teach, as some of the vulgar blasphemansly represent, that Christ's 
body 'and blood Were. received in a gross, carnal manner, and devoured” by 
pieces, like the eating of other meat, &c. Although it is taught that Christ's 
real body and blood are eaten and drank with the mouth, yet every communi- 
cant receives his whole body and all his blood, inconceivab e by kuman reason, 
and, divinety mysterions, 'This is Lnther's doctrine. 
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hot tierely bread and wine, but that it is, and is is C; 
body and-blood. © With this word; thot £ 
Eonscience, and 8ay, if an hundred thousand devils, t Dget 
with all fanatics bluster out, how can bre cad and wine be. 
Christ's body and blood ? Yet I know that-all 8pitits and scho- -- 
lars in one crowd, are- not as wise as the Divine. Majesty i in" 
his little finger. Here are Ghrist's words : Take, eat, this 
is my y body ; "Irink ye all of it, this is the Ne 
my blood, Ke. 
administershe 8acrament, yet he receives the proper Sacrament, 
that is, Christ's body and-blood;- as-well as he that treats it in 
he most worthy manner, inasmuch as it is not founded upon 
human holiness, but upon the word of God. And as no holy 
e upon earth, yea, no angel in heaven, can cause bread and 
wine to become Christ's body and blood, therefore no one can 
alter nor destroy it, notwithstanding it be abused. For the 
Bake of the person or unbelief, the word by which it became a 
Sacrament, and by which it was instituted, is not falsified. He 
doth not say, if ye believe, or if ye be worthy, ye have my body 
and blood, but take, eat and drink, this is my body and blood. 
Moreover, this dog (viz. what I now do, institute, give unto 
you, and command to receive,) that is as much as to say, 3 
may be worthy or unworthy, you have here his body and flood, 
by virtue of these Wyords which are added to bread and wine. 
Such notice and retain well, for upon these words alt our foun- 
dation, fortress and defence are built, against all errors and 
delusions which ever came, or yet may come.” - Thus far Lu- 
ther's larger catechism; In his book Wittenberg, fol. 243, he 
8ays : © Whereas, I see that heresies and delusions increase, 
the longer, the more, and the raging of Satan does not ceage. 
Lest none may henceforth whilst I live, or after my death in 
future, prostitute me and my writings to strengthery their er- 
rors, as the fanatics of the sacramient and baptism already do, 
I shall therefore, with this instrument of writing, confess, be- 
fore God and the world, my faith, from subject to subject, to 
which I intend #0 adhere until death....(God help me to-depart 
from. this world, and. to appear.before the judgment seat of 
Christ.) And lest any person, after my death, should say, 
« if Doctor Luther was yet alive, he would teach and hold this 
or that article otherwise, as he had not sufficiently studied it : 
against this I now protest as then, and then as now, that, through 
the ace of God, I have Studied all these articles, and dili- 
gently compared them, again and a ain, with the Scriptures, 
ws would- certainly defend them.” Then immediately he 
8aith : * Through the grace of God, I have learnt to know a 
great share of "4k If he can misrepregent aud. conſuse the 


"Testament in  J 
Further he narth: : «If even a boy receives or 


*” 


- 


word of God. what chould he not Fs with mine, or ry any cle | 
words? pr or he saith-; I count them alt in one cake, - 
that is, as 8acramentarians and fanatics, which also they arg 
who will not believe: that the Lord's bread in the Lord's s Sup* 
- per” 1s his real, natural [human } body, whom the wicked, or 

Fas receives with his th, as well as St. Peter, abd all 
- 8aints. Who will not believethis, (I say,) may let me alone; 

and hope by. no means any fellowship with me,” - Thus fat 
Luther. I also refer the reader to! the Church History: of 
Milner, abridged by Townsend, page 710,711, He will knd 
there, that Lakes invariably maintained the real ESCNICE | C 
Christ's body and blood in the Eucharist, and refu oh by oth / 
erly fellowship with those who denied it. "> FOE, 

Thus it will be seen, that the doctrine of the real 1 prevence. 
of Christ's body and blood in the Eucharist, is not an inven= 
tion of my own,.nor a novel doctrine, as has been represented —__— 
heretofore. Should any one think that Luther was wrongglet 
him openly declare it, and forsake the Lutheran church, and 
Join/s8uch as are of his opinion. It is no disgrace to be called 
a Calvinist or Methodist, &c. as there are honorable men who 
are thus denominated. No-one would be despised by men- of 
reason_ if he were to do 80, provided his conscience 1d not 
suffer him to believe Luther's doctrine. But is it not a mis» Fe 
erable thing. that this connexion of ministers depy Luther's 2; 2 
doctrine, and yet endeavor to cover themselves with his cloak? x 
As it respects myseli and my associates, we cansider our vows < "WY 
too sacred to break-in fellowshipping this CONneX1on, who deny «©; Þ 
the very doctrine Lutherans vow to maintain, especially as we 
are not convinced that it is unscriptural. Were we convinced 
by the scriptures . that it was wrong, we should not think it Pr 
wrong, nor hesitate to renounce it and the Lutheran church. IN 

4, My ordination defended upon legal grounds ; and, also, 
upon the concessions of my opponents, in receiving the Revd : 
Jos. E. Belt without a re-ordination, 

Being assalled 1n various respects, my ordination atso has not 
escaped. A man who preaches and administers the sacraments 7. 
without a proper authority, must be an impostor, and all per- re Boe, 
80ns receiving him knowingly are partakers of his guilt. Now 
should I not be lawfully authorised to exercise the ofhce of a 
pastor, (or bishop,) then I certainly would be an impastor, and. 
the people who receive me a horde of ignorant dupes, or-dis+ 
arderly persons. But should I undeniably prove that I am 
legally ordained, what must one think of those. who report that. 
I am not? Not only for my own sake, but also for the sake 
of my well beloved, judicious, and respectable- congregations, 
who cordially receive my . administrations, not. becayse they”. 
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8strained to make' this defence. EP 

I was not ordained when-a mere novice but I had been a 
probationer ever since the Synod which was held in 1813, 
when I received a license ; and besides that, T was licensed 
Some considerable length of time before, by three ministers. 
At every Synod held until I wagordained a pastor, I was de- 
clared qualified for the office of the ministry, and authorised. 
Ever vince the year 1815, I was authorised to administer the 
rite of confirmation and the Lord's supper ; and, in 1816, 2 
was consecrated, by the laying on of hands, for the Same - 
poze—(See minutes of- 1815, 1816, and 1817.) 'Thus I had 
preached upwards of seven'years to the date of my ordination ; 
authorised at two sessions of the Synod to act as catechet, and 
at three to administer all the wr drain and at the extem- 
pore meeting in April, 1819, notwithstanding all the charges 
exhibited against me, I was Sill declared sufficiently qualihed 
for the ministry, &c. I will leave it to the reader, whether a 
man who is upon trial (nearly, or quite) seven years, should 
not either be advanced or else dismissed. I must, indeed, be 
A yery complicated character, that I could not be found out, 
in seven years time, whether I deserved an ordination, or to be 
finally dismissed! My ordination was not performed in a pri- 
vate manner, nor” at an improper time ; but when and where 
the constitution had directed. Were there any charges against 


Tre Droney ary wt they recogniae 1 my legal authority, 1: am x cots 


me, why did those who had them not attend at the legal Sy-" 


nod, and allege them? The time was $sutfhciently published, 

not only by letters, but also by the constitution. If any of the 
members of the April meeting were against my heing ordaig- 
ed, why did they not attend at the Synod as they were reques» 
ted? They then could have had a seat and vote : hence, if 
they could have produced sufficient reasons, they-might 
prevented my ordination.” Why-did they not ? "It 18 7 


for them to $ay, that, hecause the ordination was performed by ' 


one man, (the Rev. Philip Henkel,) that, therefore, 1t mnst be 
unlawful. Philip Henkel did not perform it upon his own au- 


thority, but by the consent and: 8olicitation- of the Synod, as he 


was directed by rule. Of all persons, the members of the 


April meeting and their associates ought to say the- very least 


about the lawfulness of any thing, when they did not only vin- 

late the law, but when their ofticers aiso denied that they had 
a ratified constitution.... It must be out of the question to talk 
about legal or illegal transactions, when there is no law. And 


| if their doctrine be true, which has been preached up by some 


of” them, that, * in extraordinary cases, deviations from rules 
or constitution are often necessary and profitable,” (sce the! 


4 


last =7-- why $hould not . Philip Henkel be allowed. to 
preach the same, when he performed ordination? If even this 

 groundless assertion were true, that he had | Yran unlawtully, yet 
he would (agreeably to their argument) not have committed 
wrong, * as it is sometimes necessary and profitable to deviate 
from rule or constitution. e=Pan they plead this? why should 
he not be allowed to do the ame? Is it reasonable that he 

| should be bound to act lawfully, and the others have the privi- 
lege to deviate from the rules or constitution when they please? 
How can they prove by the constitution, that it. an individual 
minister, when authorised by the Synod, perſorms ordination, 
that he acts unlawfully? They cannot, especially gince they 
adopted the following resolution, at Lincolnton, (1820,) that 
«It was unanimously resolved, that, hereafter, NO ordination 
for the ministry in our'church shall be performed, nor declared 

to be valid, except it is done by at least two ordained minis- 
ters of our church, and by such who were thereto appomted by 
the Synod.” (Sec their minutes, page 10.) Now if the con- 
stitution had before prohibited any individual minister from 
performing the rite of ordination, what need had they to 
adopt a rule, that hereafter no ordination should be performed 
except by at least two ministers? By this they prove that .jn- 
dividual ministers before were never prohibited from perform- 
ing ordination. Or, indeed, 1s it necessary to make two rules 
exactly alike to answer one end?” 

I shall also prove by their own concess1ons, in receiving the 
Rex. J. E.'Bell without a re-ordination, that they have no just 
reasons to 8ay aught against my ordination, If they received 
Mr. Bell as a regular ordained minister, then, th&y must have 

xecognised the transactions of the Tegal Synel held on T rinity, 
1819, as legal: jt 80, how could they persist in, their illegal 
transaction of April? But did they receive him as an unlaw-- 
ſulminister, then they fecllowship a disorderly man—they have 
a rotten member ; hence, upon this ground, they mug be a ”, 
disorderly connexion of men, because they fellows SHIP an_un- 
lawful, disorderly migister. They say, « It was a@mitted that | 
he was-ordained, but that his ordination was invalid according ” 7 
to the rules of all regular christian churches. His ordinanon ©: 
was unanimously made legal, valid, and ratified”? (Last min-. 
utes, sce page 10.), An invalid ordination 1s no ordination, 
There can be no ordination unless'it be performed by a proper 
authority. Was his ordination not performed by a proper -au- 
thority, then he is not brdained at all.” How then could they 
make that which was no ordination at all a valid ordination ? 
But was he ordained by-'a proper RUGIeTUY, how could they 
Say that It was invalid? Was it val'd and legal, how could 


# 


al? Was his ordination unlawful, invalid, and wrong, how 
ould they make an unlawful thing Jawful, an invalid thing 
-valid, and a wrong thing right? Can wrong bg right? . Why 
Ad they not re-ordam_ (or 'properly ordain) him, before they 
received him? But perhaps they mean, (and some have said 
3t;) that, though Mr. Bell was not ordained according to the 
rales of all regular churches, yet he was ordained according to 
the scriptures, as we have examples upon divine record that 
mdivicuals ordained others. What a pitiful subterfuge ! Is 
it not ridiculous to think, that the rules of regular christian 
&urches should be contrary to the scriptures, and that the 
8eriptures shoald allow of such ordinations which the rules of 
regular churches condemn? Such churches whose rules con- 
demn a scriptural ordination, cannot be sound orthodox 
churches : they must certainly be daughters of the old harlot 
of Rome! If Mr. Bell's ordination be gs 3-H which they 
must admit, (or else admit that he is not ordained at all,) then 
1t certainly must be valid ; for if a scriptural thing is not valid, 
then there is nothing valid. How then could they make it 
valid? or, indeed, are the holy. scriptures to be made valid by 
a connexion of men? Is Mr. Bell ordained according to the 
Scriptures, 80 am TI, as we were both ordained together, at one 
time and place, and by the same person..(@)_ 

But upon the whole, if Mr. Bell's and my ordination were 
not lawful, then Philip Henkel would certainly be-guilty of a 
great misdemeanor in his office, in performing such an unlaw- 
ful act. Now if they had heen convinced that Philip Henkel 
had acted arbitrarily and illegally, why did they not sleace 7 
bim, or at least brifg him to an account for it? But they were 
$o far from doing it, that they sent two messengers in order to 
make a compromise with tim, and receive him as broth 
What, offer a man a compromise who is guilty of 80 gre 
misdemeanor ? It would have been in his place to have done 

(a) It is generally said, that a re;zalar ontination '1rrast come through a prox 

er channel. - My ordination is derived through two channets from Europe. 
The first is through the Rev. Dr. Frank, professor of theology in the univer- 
sity of Halle, in Saxony ; and the other is through the Rev. Velthusen. Dr, 
Muhlenberg, Kuntze, &c. were ordained by Dr. Frank. These two, with Dr. 
Smith of Philadelphia, ordained my reverend father. Mr. Vetthusen ordained} 
the Rev. C. Storck and Nussman; Storeck and my father ordained my brother, 
(Philip Henkel,) and he me. Dr. Frank was born the 27th day of March, A. 
PD. 1663, at Lubeck, and died at Halle in the year 1727. Frank was the foun- 
ger of the orphan-house at Halle, and many other valuable institutions. He 
stcceasfully prepared many persons for the ministry, and gnpphed many parts 
of Europe with mjnisters, and hus aiso gent 8omy to Indin, in As.  gce Euts 
chanan's Rescgrches. + Tn 7-108 
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it. Or aid they wish, to have anotlier unruly man. itt their 
_ connexion? (@ _ * SP 2 oUEs 1s tb 


5. The question, © Who are, and who compose, the regul: 
Lutheran Synod of North-Carolina and adjacent states ? a 
who are, in thg eye of the constitution, unregular ” beet 
considered, - © | | | "98 

© Before this can clearly be answered, it will be necessary to 

ask, What is a Synod? A Synod is a body of ministers, with 
lay deputies, who superintend the concerns of the church'under 

their care, agreeably to certain christian rules, founded upon'a 
constitution. But a body of ministers, &c. who act without a 
constitution, can be no regular Synod : they are the builders 
of Babylon. Neither are a majority to act contrary to the 

constitution'z nor can such decisions be made legal because a 

majority 8ay 80, as some people vainly dream, The very in- 
tention of a constitution is, to be a check upon the mayority 3; 
otherwise, if the majority could act as they 1ist, a constitution 
would be useless, as the majority would then be the constitu- | 
tion. If a majority act contrary ts the constitution; it becomes | 
the duty of the minority to coerce them to obedience ; and if 
they refuse, they cease to be. of that body, and the minority | 
only then compose the body—because they had not 
pn the constitution, their supreme law, and the truce to which | 
they all agreed. 

The- connexion I have been describing have departed from 
the constitution, which tze preceding remarks undeniably 
evince. . In short, their departure from the constitution, &c. 
may be comprised in the following heads: 1, A two-fold 
breach of the constitution in 1819. First: meeting at an im- 
proper time, and that, too, without letting 8ome of the minis- 
ters in Tennessee know it, until it was too late for them to at- 
tend ; and others did not get to know 1t until their meeting was 
overs. Secondly : sanctioning a plan which is contrary to_the 7 
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(a) It appears that the Rey. Philip Henkel did compromise with them :_ but 
he has since declared himsclf as not belonging to their connexion; nor do apy 
of the congregations in Tennessee owt their mimisters-as regular Lutherans. - 
Now why 8aid Philip Henkel compromised with them, and afterwards declared 
it void, he is requested to inform the Lutheran community in an official man- 
ner, at our meeting of the next Synod. He has informed some individuals of 
is county by letters. Whether the compromise he made weth them was not 
fairly stated to him, or whether, at that time, he bad not all the necessary an- 
formation with respect to certain circumstances, is left for him to explain. | 
was, indeed, apparently a political step._ to compromise_ with him : by this 
means they could have divided us, atid strengthened their cause... I must yet 
observe, that his Cas. weary with them was only in-an individual capacity - 


he had no svnodal authority for doing it : hence It SB that groune that 
it is void, and of no effect; especuully as he compromized before they zecalled 
their illegal transactions. This, indeed, ghowed his good will, which is com- 
tendable, but not always safe, uatil juetice be done. __-... * ; 
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*E which had been denied by their officers. (a) .4. 


even h: It cl of the SONP CA of alth, VIZ the 
veroment of a General Synod. \Þ ThcinwMicers denying 
consitution, and the others f ping them, and_thus 


living at their offence. L194 


| Ref =: 4 to recal. eir ormer 
legal transact r the constitution_ w Ig 


a "chore doe 
enying. 
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\- .(@) The Sag is to. observe, that the conatitution was denied on Monday, 
and afterwards, on the same day, they left the-meeting-house, the proper place 
for holding the 8ynod, and went into a house of entertainment, where they, 
-under officers . who did not. own. the constitution, transacted\business, We 
then concluded, that, since nothing could be legally transacted with them, we 
would endetyor to meet in Tennessce, where there "were "sonie more of the 
connexion who had not deviated from rule. The same day, late-m the. even- 
ing, we, with several of our deputics, retired to: my dwelling-house, about five 

s from Lincolnton, , But expecting that my worthy friends, Messrs. John 
Abernathy, Henry Rudisail, and Jacob Aderhold, depatics from their $everal 
congregations, would stay the next day in Lincolnton, to see how this connex- 
ion would further prozeed, 1 Sent Mr, Jacob Plyer, jun. deputy from Lancas- 
ter, S. C. to them mm'the - gent a few lines by him to: Messrs. Aber- 
nathy and Aderhold, cautioning them not to take-seats with anid connexion, 
whilst they continied in theirlawless gjtnation. But Talgo- authorized Mr. Aber- 
nathy, in particular, that 'in case '$aid connexion would own the constitution 

\ which was denied the day before, and if they were willing to recall their for- 
mer illegal transactions, and try every thing anew by the eonstitution, he 
$hould let me know, and I would attend again, Upon this same gromd we 
were willing to act the day before; but\ thinking that they might weigh the 
case better until the next day, and- to prevent a schismg”I this to 
them by my deputy. We could casily have recalled our resolution of holding 
a Synod in Tennessee, had they acted constitutionally. Messrs. Aber . thv 
and Aderhold promptly attended to the directions 1 had given them by mv 

- Jetters; The follgwing.is 4 part of aninstrament _ of writing written by Mr, 
Aderhold, which fully explains the nature of the. case ; *To the Lahethr 
community of this and the adjacent States, and all who love the truth : 
John Abernathy made a motion, which was seconded by mysetf, which —_ 

That whereas the session in Apr , 1819, was contrary to the constitution ; 
hence all transactions of that scssion; not being of a binding nature; #hould bc: 
recalled. But this was rejected. Mr. Abernayby then 82d, Well, then, ac- 
knowledge Mr. David HenkePs ordination, for you Titre. ratified Vr. BelWs, 
which stands upon'the same ground, being performed at the same Une anc 
pace, and by the'same person, the Rev. Philip Henkel, agreeably to Me con- 
stitution. "The; Secrctary then replied, There is a great difference between 
the two, for there: are some charges against David Henkel., Well, said Mr, 
Abetpathy, if there are, then try him accordmg to. the constitution, for any 
cHolges agamst him $ince the last Synod. This roqueer was also rejected by 
the officers, and did nct suffer i itto he debated. The candid reader may 8cc that 
juatice was not intended towards the minority, Had they acted nupartially, 
they would have taken up Mr. Abernathy”s motion, or at Teast takey the yeus 

nays. And had they had any charges against Mr, David Henkel which 

' they could have proven, they would not have refused to give him a trial. But 
thev far bog Was w_ d lat rl bet, could = try lim, * Mr. AdErngny then 

ed, it they wou al ord. ation, which y as constitytio that 
ey, eftcr witt hun from Mr. V. Henke), "Sta ng, "that if the x w Or act 
upon constitutional priviciples, te should let Aim Enow, awd he would attend. 

Bat,” No! was the answer: we have nothing to do with "hit, Yet, it appears, 

that was not 0 ;#is they afterwards took: np more degrading que8tions against 

him, and in their mhnites eetivite him as baying bchaved with COnSpICuous 

mavility ou Monday bcfore. ” But the Pres:Jent and Scorttary deny ying a 
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the Lotheran church, wich rexpect 6 the Lord's 
per. '({F*To this also 'may be added, that one” of th 
cers at the meeting in April, 1819, declared that he-coul 
not believe what was read there, viz. * that the manhood" of 
Chtist 4bas_taken' up (not changed) into his op vine that, 
therefore, he poesessed all divine perfections.”” - But when an 


appeal was made to the Bible for proof, he 8aid; « If five hun- 


dred" bibles would say 80, I do not befieye it!!” Tnever have 
learnt, that he was publicly nor privately censured by his as- 


zociates, althongh several of them well knew it. The officer 


who spoke in this manner was not the Secretary, but their 
Pregident. 2 np 
Whereas this connexion. would not act conxtitutionally, and 
all the other ministers. present, who were not criminal in the 
8ame degree, associated with them ; it was out of the question 
with us to have any thing to do with them whilst they con- 
tinued lawless. We three, therefore, and deputies, having 
the constitution on our side, had to'act the best for ourselves } 
and thoge nnder our care. We had legal authority to alter or 
amend the constitution, if two-thirds of us agreed, being a 


: 


Mc 


regular body, ass8embled at a proper time and place, for the 
purpose of holding a Synod. Allowing one deputy-vote* for | 


one minister, there were $ix votes in all; now had four out of | 


8ix agreed to alter and amend the congtitution, it would have | 
wroby > but we generally agreed to do's0. 
The following is a statement of the regular synodal transac- 


tions for the' year 1820, by the Evangelical Lutheran Synod of 
North-Carolina and adjacent states : | 


known truth,.( mean that we had a ratified constitution,) in the face of the 
whole avidience, which, with their Nd 20 in 1819, 'and 
departing. from-the Lutheran doctrine, was the cause'of all the confugio! 


took place on Mo For. which conduct, Mr. Pard Benkel with. his father 
you most con- 
catt ua 


and-brother, upbraided them. Now:reader, whic 
spicuously uncivil, the denying of a known truth, to the mortific — 
by the heads of a Synod professing the holy religion' of Christ, or else upbrai 
ing them for their conduct, and appealing for a fiir investigation. of his-own 
and his opponents conduct ? This may suffice for an illiterate may, auch as 
[ am, , | F. - JACOB ADERH ig 
«* Pebruary 12th, 1821.” | | | SA Taree > 
It was not my intention onlyto be tried legally, but also-to try them upon 


the same principle. Now why did they. not acce proposal, which m 
nally is ouiciem to show, that 3 
to be screened fre 


deputies made, to try me consfitutionally ? _ This 
did not retire home on Monday evenipg with a a 


"AS | 


legal trial, otherwise I certainly would not have challenged them/the very next 
Br, Srough my Gapugioszto-ixp ns, anck by fried boy the amunrogiipes ik 
signified their owning.a denied constitution, when Sex) 1d not try 

and be tried by it? Had they accepted the propoal, and 'tried me, and 


they have found me le ilty of m _—_ crimes, the sente eXx- 
communication kat rg A roar rome) welg t with men. of: sense ; but" 80 it 
bursted in the air. | 

. | 6 
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_.< It was resolved, that whereas the most.of the ministew © J* 
Who live in this and some_ of the adjacent states, who were 
- Members of this Synod, had departed from the conktitution, 
\ &c. and even their officers denying it, 80 that they must needs 


#- 


ase to be regular/ members z that the Synod no begun 


*S 


5 ogla finish their transactions on the 17th and following days 
of July next, in one of the churches in Greene county, Ten- 
.nesscee; and then, and there, with, the advice of Mr. Zink, 
and Adam Miller, who reside in that state, to make such. al- 
terations and amendments as should be deemed necessary_ in 
© According to this agreement, the Rey. Philip Henkel, who 
had been the President of the preceging Synod, appointed the 
Synod to assemble in Solomon's Church, Cove Creek, Greene 
county, Tennessee, on the aforesaid time. Agreeably to aps 
ointment, the following ministers met: The Rev. Jacob 
Fr ok, from Washington county, Virginia ;: Paul Menkel, from 
_ New. Market, Virginia; Adam Miller, from Sullivan county, 
Tennessee ; Philip Henkel and George Exsterly, from Greene 
county, Tennessee, David Henkel, residing in Lincoln coun- 
ty, VN. C. belonging to this Synod, could: not be present. 


. 


- __ ” *_ aw 
= SR 444 A > - a” 4 
- —— o > pes PR 


—av _— AS OO» OO 
_— — 


4 


{FP The Rey, Lewis Markert; who always had been a reg- 
ular member of the Synod, lives now in the state of Indiana. 
He was not present at two or three Synods, (or perhaps more,) 
which is, no doubt, owing to the great distance from the pla- 
ces of meeting. He has not taken any part (to.the best of our 
knowledge) with the illegal connexion, nor have they registered 
his name with theirs in their minutes ; hence he is still a mem- 
ber of the regular Synod. > 

Besides the aforesaid ministers, there were also nineteen 
deputies from nine congregations, who.-met. The Synod com- 
tinued their sesgion fromthe 17th to. the 19th of July. Their 

_ principal transactions; alterations, &c. are as follows : 
1.” It was resolved, "that the Rev. Jacob Zink and Adam 

Miller, (who for a goodly number of years had been candi- 
dates,) 'should be ordained Pastors, (or Bishops,) which was 
also done by the laying on of hands and prayer. 

2. Resolved, that Mr. George Esterly. should be ordained 
to the office of Deacon, in the congregation at: the Golden 
Spring, Greene county, Tennessee, on the ensuing Friday, 
which was also done... | ate 


| Cape Girardean,” Mizzourt, by Mezsrs. George Clemmer and 
John Smith, it was Resolved, that the Rev. Teeth Zink should 
vis themes... Þ.: 

Rules and Alterations. 1. It was deemed expedient, that 
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ns of this Synod #hould be in the German lik 
b | 


NM doctrines taugh t by us, Tes 
faith and conduct, and all books for -ublic use in the parc £1 
Shall be' in conformity to the holy ori "tures and the Augs- | 


burgh Confession of | Faith, as near as Þossible.” Luther's } 
dard catechism - of | our 


Smaller catechism hall: be the | 
church ; agreeably to which our youth, and others who may 
need it, shall be instructed. © The Christian Catechism, prin- 
ted at New-Market, Shenandoah gounty, Va. may also- be- 

used in the explanation thereof. 

3. No one can become a minister, or ay y other officer of our 

church, -unless- he be-first- received as a regular member by 
e congregation, according to the order of the church, and 
eads a christian life. All such as desire to become minieters, 
must'solemnly promise to teach agreeably to the word of God 
and the *Augsburgh Confession of Faith, and the doctrine of 
our church. Neither can it be suftered, that any mini5ter of 


— 


* The reason of this i became there is no minister belonging to this Synod 
who is not a -master of German tongue, and there are Some who under- 
stand the English very umperfectly. - But this article is not to be understood 
that our English brethren arc to be neglected, or any of their privileges cur- 
tailed : deputies sent from English congregations are not to lose their votes, 
because they do not-understand the. German tongue. It will be an easy mat- 
ter to interpret. every motion made to them. Neither does the article sz 
that no English should be spoken at all in the Synoc, but simply that the trans- 
actions should be in German, which does got exclude the English. Nor are 
they prohibited from haying the reports of the Synod-printed 'in English, of 
which this is a specimen. Provision may always be made hereafter, in this case, 

if English ministers wish to associate with us. The reagon why we wish to | 

preserve the knowledge of the German language is-not because-we are too | 
selfish to patronize another tongue—all such as are acquainted with us know | 
it—but because the most of our theological books are written in the German, 
which contain our doctrines. Luther was a German, and the most of his works 
are on extant in that language. They never. were translated into the En- 
= whe and if they were to be, they would lose much 'of their orig inal 
eat ad; oh; 18 the case in the most of translations. ig knowledge of the 
> be lost 16.4 jar doctrines of. our. chu a will Z S0 DC} 

pan an IT. Fe 16ers 1Qn.. T G 1 Ted. there be Y IQ) * curate trans! rtions. 
There are many « our English brothers and sisters who owe their knowne | 
of the Lutheran doctrine to German authors. They rejoice that they do know 
to of yg mental dis- 


b ; "ed Genptic with” me in this vetlara,) NEE n th 
"man, if Ape too far advanced in life, db porrg og ance and the 
justly explode those young Germans who have: German-speaking Þ 
do not learn their mother tongue, in consequence ofa falsge mod 
ashamed to gpring from a nation of people who were known vere 
of our Sayiour, and has.produced the EIS men of yalor and 


ey 
feel 
rd _h 
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aur 
should ever be established as it has been-proposed., 


+. ig 9s can be # member of ons church, ule he or ah 


ad. The gi a; miniatry are. obly We "agtor = 
| Degcon. yi pastor may, exercise all ministerial functions ; he 
| has general authority, He: must be ordained by the laying on 
bf hands and prayer, by one or more other pastors, A deacon 


does 'not_possess the _ authority; he 46 "a 
read 8ermons, admonish, and, the pastor, 1 
my Ne ET e of the pattony 


.requ the church council; with resÞ<t to his 
iiſragons; ; and f he be found qualified, he is to be conse- 


(rated by 1 the laying on of hands and prayer, by one or more 
ran RE in the Synod, or else in the congregation whom 
fe is to serve. But 1f a deacon acquires the necessary-quali- 

an for the office of a pastor, and he-receives a-regular 


| call from one or more agen congregations, he may be. or- 
dained thereto. 
6. At every Synod, certain pastors shall be nominated and 
ona for the > £19 pe of performing ordinations, and to 
scribe' the credentials attested with their seals, and to keep 
good order. They hall also subscribe their -names to- the 
other transactions of the Synod, and if it be requested for cer- 
tain reasons, all the other pastors and deputies may do the - = 
same. If it be deemed necessary by the Synod, one of the 
| pastors may be appointed to. act as a president, to read, to 
[ make proposals, &c. ; and another one may also serve as Sec- 
| retary. . But it is not to be understood, that such are to act in 
| this manner during the whole session others may be appoin- 
ted to change places, qust so as the circumstances may require it. 
7, It was rexolyed, that annually there shall be a Synod 
held, commencing on-the third Sunday in October, in the state 
'of Moore or 'in the western parts of Virginia, at 8uch 
Pact as the majority of ministers 'and deputies shall appoint. 

t should it be deemed necessary.that the Synod should be 
held in ho of the adjoining states, it maybe allowed ; yet it 
$hall always (for the future) be called « 7 ennessee Synod.” 

8. The Te Synod is to congist of ministers and or or on. 


__ B+ Every congreg: tion 0.9 EDD. eas! 
«SERERY By free Eonations, for the þ  fL2gR 
Fe be the PETE of the MET of the Synod, 
IE s1onaries, and other contingent expenses of the 'cong 


money, sha to the church council and minigter. But 


Ps 1 connected with the General Synod 3f-4+-# 
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” ring! Syaodthe church'council chall give a account of the: j 
_ moneys they received, &c.- A.treasury Yor the hn ent. at. this 
time, is not deemed neces8ary. 
10.- Every minister 1s 19 keep. a reginter © of the number ks” 
baptizes, confirms, &c. as- usual. 98 n b 
11, No minister of our” Synod hall be” | 
Seat and-vote with the connexion (who call themselves the Sys 
nod) of ministers in North-Caroling, until we are convinced 
that mes are united with wh m the Dr inimevs doctrine of the 
12. It-was deemed digpetiont Pk thee rocolneiona should 
remain as they are stated, and -all -transactions/-to ' be-11i cons 
formity to them ; yet $hould it, at any-future Synod, be con- 
sidered necessary'to make amendments, it may be done by a” 
majority of vates——bat not 80 as to alter the intention of the 
above, | 
13. It appeared to be the. wish of all present, that, annually, f 


one ' of. the > Senjor ministers Should visit_all-the con tion 
, of our. connexion, and to examine into their situation, 1 


young ministers with salutary instructions and admonitions. 
All ' that - were. present- declared: themselves willing to make | 
z0me preparations that/it might be done. - 

14. The next Synod is to-be held in Sullivan county,. Ten-_ 
nessee, 1n one of the Rev. Adam Miller's congregations, com- 
mencing on'the third Sunday-in Octaber, 1821. + 'The name of 
--the church and place where it shall be,” $hall be published be- 
fore that time. 

15; It was also revelved, that the objections which ome of 
the ministers of the state of Ohio elleged- against the /plan- 
propogals for a General Synod;..should be printed with the 
minutes. [{F* The Oration which-the reader -may find-irvthe 
commencement of this little work, supplies the plane of the ob- 
Jections the Ohio ministers alle; ged. They: contain. no-other 
arguments. The oration was nearly finished, before I got - to 
See them....AUTHOR. ] 

16. At the conclusion Fr the Synod, the Rev. Jacob Zink 
preached-a lengthy and most excellent sermon, from the sec- 
ond epistle of St. John, v. 9, 10, and 11, 

The Rev. Andrew Henkel, living in the state of dear o | 
a major of adje Synod, dom not rn Or of the | 
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know,-as I /have' not'seen their latest minutes. fathe 
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sylvania. In this view, we are also' conneeted with that Sy 
nod. But whether he will continue to be'a member of that 
venerable body, will nl upon this, whether they will per- 
sist in adopting the- ” 9 an for'a enzryl Synod which they pro 
posed ; or, in othegwords, whether they continue'to be a "of 
alar Lutheran 99h I have charity to believe, that there 
1s a goodly number-:among them who+will not depart from 
ound doctrine and the . Lutheran church Cistipline;” In this 
place It may not be 1mproper” to make an obgervation, which 
was to be made 1n my oration, viz 3 Individual Sy- 
10ds being established for the fernando age ood liccipline ; 
t Should any treat an individual urjust! page partiali 
and envy, he then could have an opportun ty to afttat — [men 
to another Synod; But should he be Tinto excommniunicated 
or crimes enfficiently testified, no other honest Synod would 
are to receive him. Thus there i 1s an opportunity for the in- 
nt to find redress, and the guilty to be discountenanced. 
But if the General Synod should 'excommunicate a minister 
Ys where then hall he find redress? . 'Such'a one, not 
willing to suffer unjustly, Taises a new ect of his own": hence 
this is the very reason why there have been 's0'manty schisms 
among such denominations as are governed by general Synods, 
ut when all denominations are to form a 
| 8uch itidividuals as were unjustly excommunicated would hay 
but a slender opportunity to establish parties ; and If they did, 


n a very feeling manner. Then farewell liberty, forever ! 

6. The doctrine of the Lutheran church with respect to the 
Lord's supper, (sometimes called the holy Eucharigt,) briefly 
V: :ndicated > against several cavils and misrepresentations, © 
Whereas, the doctrine of our church, with respect to the 
Lord's supper, is much disputed, and as8ailed 3 In various ways ; 
and 's6me of our brethren being much perplexed 'in conse- 
quence thereof; and as I, also, lately have been the same as 
challenged to defend i it, I Sshall not stop to lay my arguments 
hefore the public. . But-1I $hall not-think-of ridiculing others 
in an unbecoming manner, who differ from me in sentiments, 


"y national church, like that of Rome, might persecute them 


Statement of the Controversy—(Status Controvyersie.) 


Before | proceed, it will be necessary to let the 1. oi muon 

_ particularly -wherein the controve 
question in dispute i is, © Whether the real 7 of Christ, w 
wo crucified,-and his real blood, are -present- in the Lord's 

per, and administered; not only to believers, but also to un- 
bs ievers?”- The opponents to the Lutherans 8y x0—but we 
say Yes. "There are two'classes of oFPIRoate, expreSving them- 


_ 


x3elves difterently, yet their -sentiments upon the whole are 
nearly alike, . The first declare,.that they-do. not believe the 
presence. of the Lord's body. and blood-in the holy. Eucharist, 
but that. bread and wine are repreSentations. or-emblems of 
Christ's broken. bady and shed blood, and memorials of his 
sufferings and death : that the words, «Wake, cat, this is my 
body;;..drink, this is my blood” —are not to be understood in 
a-literal sense, but figuratively, viz: Take, eat, these are .em- 
blems of my body and blood, The second admit that the true _ 
belieyer. may. eat and drink Christ's body and blood spiritually 
by faith, or all the benefits of his death and passion,. Hence 
they do not. believe the real presence of his body, &c. upon 
65. but. that their faith is awakened by the external elements, 
20 8ame as by the,word of God when it is preached, ascend- 
with their mind to heaven, and there eat and drink his 
hn and blood by faith, the same as they eat and drink bread” 
and wine with their mouths. | 
| The words of institution, examined in what sense they are 
#0 be taken, and illustrated by those of St. Paul, I. Cor. c. 10, 
Fw. 15,16. We would know nothing of this institution, had is 
not been revealed to us by Christ. The light of nature could 
not have revealed. it. This is not an institution, of 8ome pro- 
phet, nor.of .an angel, but of the Son of God: it is a divine 
mystery. - And as none could reveal it but Christ, $80 no one. 
can with propriety argue from any other source upon the 8ub- 
Ject, but alone from the words he. spake,. and such as have 
een spoken by his inspired servants. . In the night in which 
he was betrayed he et: FAC; it, with the following words, viz. 
« And as they were eating, 7esus took bread, and blessed it, and 
brake t, —_ ave it to the aisciples, and raid, Take, eat, this is 
my body : A he took the cup, and gave NEFg and gave it to 
them, 8aying, Drinkrye all of it, for this is my blood o the New 
1 estament, which is shed for many, or the remiss8t0n of 8ins.” 
It. Matthew, Cc. 26, v. 26, 27, 28. See St. Mark, c. 14, Ve22, 
24. St. Luke, c. 22, v. 19, 20, saith the same wes © 1. 
with the addition, © 7k:s doin remembrance of 'me.” _ These 


words a 
differenly 


ble to OMe, 4 or SES far be , bm 08 arm fo 

a _—_ could be omnipresent, they ought a method of ex- 
pang these words, 80 that they might com nd this holy 
mystery with reason: hence they proposed that these wor 
Should be understood 6gurmiyely, v viz; © Take, cat, this bread 
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aignifies or re oprnto thy body, &c.-or an emblem of m b 

Kee.” | Beveral eceming reasons arc \advanced- to; j photo 
eX jon. It is said that it is 4 very « + thing for 
the'inspired penmen to'speak in a figurative Monet go ; that is 
to say, the hterglggeauing of a word is frequently lost;. and 
that the 8ame word" is employed to Ke wig 6 another=for in- 
8tance, at the institution of circumeision the -pas$over.: of 
circumcision it was Said by the Lord, © This ts my covenant” 
— Gen. 17, v. 10; that is, it gighifies. my covenant; as the 
cutting of the foreskin was not the covenant itself, Herice it only 


_ could signify it,although it be called the Lord's covenant : nile 


of the passover it'is 8aid, * N'is the Lord's passover” Exod. 
#2, 11. Now the paschal lamb which the Eraclites did eat in 
the | og, was not.the passover itself,. though it be'called 
$0; hence it only signifies it, Thus ome conclude, that the 
words -of the invtitution; «Take; eat, this is my body, ” Re. 


ought to. be explained in the same manner, l. ©: hguratiyely, 


*#t aignifies' ty body,” &c. 

This is the argument” of some- of our opponents, to prove 
thar the words of the institufion' ought to be understood fiign- 
ratively, and that the \Lord's body and blood” are not pregent; 
T do by no n deny: but what there ,are many figurative 
expressions in-the bible, 'as well as in other books; which all, 
who are acquainted with-the roles of rhetorick, wilt readily 
admit.” * But what then, if there be? "Will this proye that, be- 
cause "there are $ome metaphorical expressions in the Þible, 
that therefore the words of our Saviour t in the institution of the 
holy Eucharist must also be such? An odd conclusion! * As 
i a man would: say, there are 80me rocks in his field, that, 
therefore, there must also be rocks 1 in his garden. But even 


Gs; 192 y | Ws 
* We do Kot'« leny the'use of as $3. or of figardtive-lan > 1 abr 


tit mach might have been used-in the words of institution ; 

es as are: degigned>to destroy the real benefit gf this $acrament, could 

hot have been employed by our Saviour." Let us Lupood a'c landlord 

were to invite'a certain humber of people-to'dine ee uld »et be- 
them a number of empty dishes, ria here; cat, 

"'Fhi july te cy ahechaeroe cove ns: ee mT 

dishes are _ represent vicly 
render bimself ndiculous in the gh 
dishes' filled with gobd victuals' befet be Back 


cheokl. S509 pietuehns Ke0 = 
the es victuals, a5 3 
H frat! Our Saviour 


ace with any thin Xe 
and. snch a, one, too, like the One « 
dishes vietuals, "How k ome more 
6f-our Lord, to wn ny 
would import the 
hence not mere empty fo "> wine, or embl 
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" admittifig the words of the raaticaas bs be 6gurative, in 
Same way as those of circumcision and the pasgover, 
then prove that the Lord's body and blood are not really ad- 
ministered in the Eucharist ? Chere is, indeed, it might be 
confessed, some propriety in comparing the x nanner of institu- 
tion of the sacraments of the New *estament with thoge of 
the old, as those, of the new are in lieu of them; and upon 
this ground, our opponents have room to advance all the : + of 
ments they can from the institutions of. circumcision and 
Pas5over. But I must reply, that the external act of circum- 
cision was not an emblem of God's covenant, but an effectual 
Seal thereof, or a 8ign under which his covenant was actually 
concealed; hence it was intimately connected with the exter- 
nal act of cutting the foreskin ; as it is said; Ram. c. 4, v, 144 
« 4nd he [Abraham] received the Sign of circumcislon, a veal of 
the righteousness* of the faith which he had,” &c, Circumcis- - 
10n 1s here called a seal of the righteousness 'of faith, hence 'not 
an emblem of righteousness. What righteousness was it that 
was sealed to Abraham? That which prehended by faith 
in the covenant, scaled by circumcision. - It is an evident cage, 
that every seal must be connected with the ing it is to-Seal. 
Tf a letter be 8ealed, or any other 3 writing, the 
Seal must be impressed, and is not separated-from the thing it 
is to 8eal; a seal, therefore, cannot be unconnecte I have 
proved that the Apostle calls circumcision a seal 0 the right- 
eousness which Abraham obtained by faith through the cove- 
nant; and as a seal is always connected with the Hg it is to 
Seal, therefore circumcision was intimately connected with 
God's covenant ; hence 1t 1s called his coyenant. Now if the 
words, © Take, eat; this is my body ; .drink, this/is my blood,” 
are. to be explained in the 8same manner as the word ds of the 
institation of circumcision, then-eertainly it mugtbe wrong. 
8ay, This bread represents my body, &c. but, This vread: 
seal of my-body, &c.'by which it is gealed to the commutes 
the same- as circumcision sealed the coy A ex; Fx why 
inseparably connected with the thing it seals, hee 
must be connected with Christ's body, &c. because x; p it: 


* If eireumbigen, which was before the birth of ict, CE 
how much more do the gacraments of the New/1 -extgment degerve | 
divine _geals. A "cal is generally put to gome instrument 
importance, and guarantees the stipulations made therein, A 
a merament,) does not only seal-Go@'s grace t6'the recipient 
and strengthens the heart within ; which. is evident from It; £ 
* Now he which. stablisheth us with you 1 
God; who hath also cated us; znd given the carnestof the een f ps par 
Hence, to seal is-the same as to 8tablish, anoint, or. to bestow- his hore 
abundantly. Es 
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no, really be present in che holy Eucharist. © 
With respect to the second instance, * It is the Li d's pass- 


aver® it is similar to that of circumcision. | The eating of the 


paschal lamb did not only signify the passover, but it actually 
was that which effected the passover, it being a mean to pre» 
vent the first born of the Israelites- from being stain, as were 
those of the Egyptians, ' See Exod. c. 12, v. 12, 13. Hence, 
when it was a mean to effect s0 great a blessing, then it-could 


| not be a mere emblem; therefore neither can the Lord's sup- 


per, because it; is admitted" that_it_ is to be explaitied in the 
same manner. 'There are many more expressions in the bible 


 $imilar to these, not to be taken literally, that if we explait 


the words of the sacrament accordingly, it will amount to the 
very same—that bread is connected with the Lord's body, and 


the cup with his blood: For instance,, © THe opirit of God 


aescending like a dove,” Math. 3, 16, which was geen at Jordan. 
With ctrugy | eyes the holy spirit cannot be seen; neither was 
the form of a dove the holy spirit himself—because God, as 
God, has no shape, and is to be likened to neither a dove nor 
any thing else; This plainly shows, that this passage is not 
literal. But is it either rational or scriptural. to suppose that 
this was a mere emblem of the holy spirit which came upon 
our Saviour? Could a mere'emblem, unconnected with any 
thing else, © anoint our Saviour with.the oil of gladness above 
his fellows??? Heb. 1, 9. No. Hence the holy spirit must have 
been connected with the form-of a dove ; whereby he revealed 
himself, in hike manner as God did in former times in a burn- 
ing bush to Moses, and to Isfael in a clond by day and in a 
pillar of fire by night, * Behold the Lamb of God.” John, c. 
1, v. 29. The body, &c. of Christ, could only be beheld, 
which is-called a lamb, because it was tobe slain as a sacrifice, 
the game as lambs were under the law. "But had Christ a body, 
or a human nature only? -No.;- he also is God. _ His Godhead 
15 intimately connected with his manhood; for © the word was 
made flesh,” v. 14; hence, *behold-the lamb of God,” implies 
the whole Saviour, God-man, Notwithstanding this expres- 
8ion not- being literal, yet it would be absurd to say that-it 
meant that Christ's manhood "was only a token or an emblem 
of. the lamb of God M - This would 'make our Saviour a mere 
efhgy, which would be a blasphemous conclusion. Now ad- 
mitting the argument of nty opponents, (upon which they lay 
their greatest stress,) that the words of the 8acrament should 
be taken figuratively, even agreeably to the instances of figura- 
tive expregs10ns which have. been produced, I have proved 


Tagen ere Py APART" 


51 


that the Lord's body and blood must be connected with to 


elements. 

| That the words of the institution imply that the Lord's | 
and blood are connected with the elements, is\ confirmed whe 

more when the words of St. Paul, I. Cor. 1 10, v, 15, 16, are 

investigated. He $aith, * 7 speat as tg wise men ; judge Ye 


what I $A1/« The cup of blessing which we bless, 18 it not the 


communion of the blood of Christ ? The bread which we break, 
is it not the communion of the voy of Christ9”* What does 


4#he word communion signify ? Answer: A fellowship, _£ We 


union of two or more things, What has communion or fel- 
lowship with the Lord's body anfl blood? Some, no doubt, 

would” be ready to say, the true bllieyer. ' I do not deny but: 
what he has ; but the communion of which the apostle speaks 
in the words quoted here, is not betwixt Christ and the be- 
Hever, but between bread. and his body, and the cup and his 
blond, 1t'is 8aid, © The cup which we bless, not the believer 
which we bless, is 1t not the communion of the blood of Christ ? 
The bread which we break, not the believer which we break, 

| is it not the communion of the body of Christ?” But perhaps 
my opponents wish to have these words to read, & The cup 1s 
a token or an emblem of the communion of. the blood of 
Christ;” &c. But why must a word be added of men's own 
invention? The term * token,” or *« emblem,” does not Once 
occur iti the New Tes' ament, in the description of the Lord's 

Supper. If it be allowed to "add words which are neither in 
the text nor'context, then it would be an easy thing to pervert 
the plainest evidence. © 1 night, with equal propriety, explain 
(or rather pervert) I. John, c. 5, v. 20—* Thts (Jesys Christ) 
is the true God,” in the 8ame manner, and say, Christ is only 


* From these words it is evident, that not only the cup and breadwhich bur 
Lord gave to his digciples in the night in which he was-betrayed. were the 
communion of hig blood and body, but also the bread which was broken, &c. 
and yet 8hall be to the end' of time. - The Lord's 8upper was delivered to the 
Corinthian church after our Lord's ascension,” and yet the cup they blessed. 
was the communion of the blood, &c._. I shall illustrate this by arp ans. Gag 


<5:%m 2 t of St. Chrysostom, who was ordained Bi Constantino- 
389, *Christ himself,” sys he, *prepares this ar and RE om 
it ; for no man'can make the bread and wine  presented 'there Christ's 
ay and blood, but he who, was crucified-for us. The words being spoken 
nphpar ah lips, yet magogy the power and gTAace of God, by #\ hs wu 
wheat gaith, *'This is my body,” &e. the elements in the sacrament are 
Like the-words which were once n, © Be fruitful, and bom 
k the earth,” are always efficacious imnature, that she gro aps 
ples, 80 are these w wo once gpoken, efficacious” untit- now, and ntl. bis 
»- 19 & n; and e ect that in the crument of the church zis bod) 
are present.” Luther was not” the ught th 
presenee of the Lord, but kere we have an exam of its ell g'taugt 
ient fathers; and likewise, the. Greek church has taugh 
þrfore Luther was born. | "XY 


# 
we © 


_ changed into 


” 
F< > . c 
. 


4 " or, .an emblem of God. But what. man, 


of God? But should this only mean a-spiri al /2: hang 


i. &. that Christ's $pirit had | communion with the oe, as 
the other, class of my opponents imagine, then Fe: cup. could 
not have commttnion with the blood of Christ,. but with the 
SpIrit of Christ;, and the bread could not have communion. 
with the body of Christ, but again with the. 8pirit of Christ. 


How ridiculous would it be to 8ay, The cup of blessing which. 
- we bless, is it.not the communion of the spirit of Christ? The 
+ bread which we break, is it not the communion of the gpirit of 


Christ? Has Christ two spirits, 0. that one has communion, 


_ with the cup, and the othergvith bread ? And Since when 18 a 


body to be called a spirit? And likewise, since when is blood 
to. be called $pirit, 1. e. Christ's Godhead? Body and blood 


=> no where denote Christ's divinity, but his humanity. In order 


to evade the force of this argumer:t, that bread has commun- 
10n with his body, &c. some have, in former times, explained 
the "og tht Christ, in this passage, not to be his real, but his 
mySstic dy—that 1 is, the Church. But how can this bes when 
the Apostle. mentions his mystic body in the next yerse ?— 
<'For we being manuy,, are one bread and one body.” Should 
the Apostle make, an unreasonable tautology, to mention the 
very same over agun which he had described already ? If the 
term body, in the first mentioned passage, 1s to signify. his mys- 
tic body, the Church; what then is the term/b/ood, which is 
connected with body, to signify? Or, indeed, has Christ two 
churches, so that the one is called body and the other blood? 
What a ridiculous conchusion this would be! The Apoxtle 
does not s8ay, © We being many, are one bread and one body, 
and one wine and one blood ””? 

These: words also show,. that the Lord's Supper does not 
only cons1st of 'one kind of substance, but of two—bread anc 
wine as the earthly, and the Lord's body and blood as the 
heavenly. This 1s also. one. reason why Lutherans call. it the 
real body and blood, in-order to be Jintioguiched from the Pas 
pists, who teach transubstantiation, and from others who teach 
a Substituted body, or emblem, or representation ; for. an em- 
blem 1s in the room. of areal thing. The Papists teach,” that 
bread and wine -in consecration lose their natural subatance, 
nd change 1 Into Christ ; hence this is called transubstantiation. 


created 'body and blood, formed of bread and wine—for as 
much as Christ's body and blood are always. the same, ;and 
cannot be formed anew at every -sacrament. If the AS 

hrist, they' could have no communion with his 


- 
: ; 


1an heretic, would s8uppose that Christ yu y a token 


erefore, it cannot. be the-real body and blood; but a newly - 


- opponents also deny that there are two substances in the SACray. 


All bread and wine are emblems of his body and blood,. the 2 - = bl 


substantiation idolatry because it is substituted for Christ, then 


| AY Christians. who affect to be enemies to all image wor- 


) 


body and blood, as it requires two things to Ty, 
jon, -1t would be ridiculous to say, that the et a. 
Should have communion with tacit, Now winged 2 Bb 
tion is a vain dream, it must follow that the Papists only 1 ima» - 
gine it to. be 80; and as they deny two substances tobe in the 
Sacrament, consequently bread and wine would be an. imagi- 


nary body and blood, or substitutes for the xeal. Some of our 
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ment ; for they Say that the elements are emblems or represen-. 
tations of. Christ's body-and blood. If we ask them whether 


Same as that in the Eucharist, they would -answer no : for os: 
they did not, they would make the sacrament no more than a 
common thing. What, then, makes bread and wine emblems, 7" "0 
when. it must be confessed that common bread and wine are R-- 
not such? It must be answered, the consecration, or the set=' IRR 
ting apart. from a common to a holy use: bence bread and. 
wine must also undergo a change ; and what is this a whit be- 
hind transubstantiation? When the elements change into.em- 
blems-of Christ, it 1s complete. transubstantiation, only wn a 
different dress from that of the Papists. Fhe Papists \mMagine 
that the elements change into Christ; yet it is auly an im-giz" 
nation of theirs: they have only an imaginary,” or sub=ritute, © 
Christ.  My-opponents do. not believe that they change into 
Christ ; but by-consecration they become emblems'of Christ, Fl 
or a substitute body and blood. All protestants who are op-= = 
posed to transubstantiation, declare it to.be a SuUperstitious | 
idolatry. Why 80? It could be no idolatry if the elements 
did change into the real body'and blood of Christ; for it is no I 
Sin, but a duty, to worship Christ. Burt transubstantiation. is Fi 
idolatry, not because 1t 1s. Christ, but because it. 1s considered / 
as Such, when it is not, -but s0mething i in his stead”” Is tran- | 


emblems, representations, or images, must be idolatry for the 
very same reason, for they are also substitutes of Christ. But 
is It not contrary to'God's word, to'make emblems or images ? 
« Thou. shalt not make unto thee any graven mage, or any like- 
ness of any thing that is in heaven above, or that is in the earth 
beneath,** We. Exod. c. 20, v4, 5. Is it not astonishing, that 


p, themselves argue that bread and wine are emblems of 
= Fonds body and I blood, which they eat and drink with 
great yeneration.* * ' But it js to'be remembered, that idolatry, 


em a a 


. Iron; iS. d eat difference between emblems, and 
tament, ems.in the New are tes of. a1 


istence; but. x showed- ohe to. come, who. wa 


a 


the types.in the Old Tes- 
al Savi «yes yet 


-8ouls who are addicted to jt from eternal salyation. . But' on 
vition it were'no idolatry, would the breaking of bread 


and the cup be fit emblems to represevt the broken body and 
Shed blood of Christ? Broken bread cannot represent a bro- 


ken body. © Christ's body, indeed, was bryised and wounded, 
and in this manner broken ; hut by no means broken into pie-- 


ces, like bread is broken, for not a bbne was broken in him ;; 
(ee John, c. 19, v. 36;) hence the breaking of bread cannot 
represent the breaking of his body. Jesus broke the bread in 


| cxrder to use it, 80 that each'of his disciples might geceive a 


portion. Neither can wine be a fit emblem to represent the 
shedding of his blood. - His body was pierced, and from the 
wounds his blood flowed. But bread 1s not pierced, so that 
wine gushes' from it, like the blood did from our Saviour's 
body : hence bread and wine, viewed jn this light, cannot rep- 


resent his s8ufferings and death. 


The words, * This cup is the New Testament in my blood, 
which is shed for you,” examined. E 

The cup is not-only the communion of the blood of Christ, 
but 1t 1s also the © New Testament in his blood.” What does 
the word teetgment signtty? Answer—the last will bf a per- 
gon concerning his estate after his death. A will conveys real 
property: an emblem, or a token, is only a representation- of 
property, but conveys none, - What would it profit, if a father 
would give images or tokens of his property to his children ? 
This would not be giving them property, therefore it could 
not be a testament. Now if the Lord's Supper only consis- 


"ted of emblems, it would be false to call it a testament, becauge 


that is-no emblem, but a conveying of property. Christ calls 
it *the-cup of the New Testament in his blood,” A new tess« 


likenesses of things that-are ; but types were no emblems or likenesses of any 


thing that was, but showed things to come. Should we now have types, it 


would prove that the Saviour was yet to come. 

+ Lutherans do not suppose that the Lord's Supper -is-his body and blood, 
but-only when it 1s admimstered to; and received by, the commumicant, agree: 
ably to the divine command. Otherwtse; when the elements are not distribu- 
ted, they are simply such,-without any other import, The giving and the ta- 
king of the elements according to the words; « Take, eat, this 1s my body,” 
&c. is what makes the sum and $ubstance of this sacrament. But if the ele- 
ments were to change into Christ, or into emblems of Christ, they would. be 
8uch till after the celebration, as well as before; hence. it would be-criminal 
to lo eng 5c in a common way, or let them be'destroyed. What 
could be more-idolatrous and superstitious, than to esteem those elements in 
such-a manner as to preserve them, lest they be destroyed'or misused ? The 
doctrine of Lutherans is far removed from all such superstition ;- because they 
teach noch of the elements, neither into Christ nor into emblems or to- 


kens of Christ ; but smply, when-administered, his body and'blood are recei- 


ved, by virtue of the command whichis added, © Take, eat, this is wy body,” 6g. 


ag of any kkeness of - any thing, -will debar $uch 
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tainent mutst convey. new property; -otherwise”-1t "could notbs 
new.; hence types and shadows can find no place here, becange _ 


o 


they were already appointed under the- Mosaic 


and were properties of the old testament, and all. ointek to the 
$ubstance of the new, which is the Lord's'humanity. The old Hh 
teftament was alsg dedicated with blood,” but*not with such 


precious blood as that of the new.*  «« ]Vherenpyn 
first testament was dedicated without blood : for when 
had spoken every precept io all the people, according to the law, 
he took the blood of calves, and of goats, with water, and" 8car--- .. 
let wool, and hyss0p, and sprinkled both the book and all the 
people, saying, This is the blood of the testament which God 
hath enjoined unto you,” &c. Heb. 9, v.18, 20. "See Exod. 

C. 24, v.8. This was typical of the New Testament, henee of 
the blood of Jesus. | See Heb. 9, 8, 14. The blood of ani- 
mals.could not be a type of the spirit of: Christ, for his spirit, 

or divinity, is from eternity, (see John, &. 1.) hence could not- 

be typified. There can be 'no type where the substance is 
present. His divinity was present, but his human hlood - was 

not then in existence, hence it could be typifieds Now as the 
blood of 'animals was sprinkled upon the book' of the old tes- 
tament, and that being a type of the blood of Jews; so now is 

his blood in the cup of the sacrament. He doth not 8ay, «© This 

cup is the new-testament in my-spirit,” as his-spirit was noth- 

ing new, for the Israclites partook of it already in the wilder-- 
ness—-L. Cor. chap. 10; but he saith in his-blood, which was 


* The word © testament,”-in the ofiginal Greek, diatheke, also signifies 2 
covenant. Perhaps this expression 18 barrowed from sotme onental custom. 
History informs us, that it was a very ancient custom, among the monarchs of 
the east, to enter into covenants with eachother, which was done by drinking 
a cup of wine, in which the covenanting parties put some of their, own bloar 
to show their covenant to be $0 intimate that ever their blood"Was incorpors 
tel with each other. Now-if the expression, © The cup of the new testament 
or covenant,” be borrowed from such a custom, which-is very-likely, then it 
would prove that Christ makes'such an intimate-covenant with believers that 
he even puts his blood into the cup for thenr to drink. It must, therefore, be 
very criminal to ise-such a covenant—Heb. 10,.29; The passover was 
also a divine institution in the old testament : | it - was/in Leu of the Lord's 
Supper, and annually celebrated. on the- tenth day of the” first'month in the 
year—EFxod. 12. - But" the Lord's- snpper is-not confined to this day, once- z 
year.only, but may be celebrated-oftener : © This do ye, as oft as ye drink it,” 
&e. I. Cor. 11, 25. The passover eonsisted of a lamb, which was eat, and the 
blood thereof was struck upon the two ide posts und-the rdoor post of 
the houses—EX. 12, v. 7. They eat unleavened bread, &c. it. It is also 
evident, from Luke 22,--17, that there was- also a cup ue in the passover. 
Agreeably.to this, the pagsover had, with the paschal lamb, bread and wine, 
the same as the Lord's supper-. The al lamb was:a type of Jesus Christ - 
« Far even Christ our pazszover is 8acri For us”—1, Cor. 5, 7. The Apostle 
calls him the passover, beeause the paschal lamb was a type of him. - 'See Heb 
11. 28. If the lamb inthe passover was present,” why not the Lord's 
body be prev6nt.in-the, sagrament, when the lamb was a'type of him? | 
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ing ne\ © That the Son of Got” became mah, in the 


cio wonder at beholdmg this mystery. This 
ven to sinners, in this new testament. Lesr 
"one als mistake this blood for another bl6od, such as 


Shed 'on Mount Calvary | to atone for guilt, is connected with 
the cup. The ame is als0 Said of his body : «This is my 
_ body, which i= given for you”—Luke 22, 19; given into death, 
and Tos again ſom the dead; hence his real human body. 


Wonderful cup, indeed! "A cup in the beantiful Elood of 


Jesus; sprinkted therewith”; a blood that cleanses from all in- 
nora ; a"cup of medicine held to the lips of 'sick, dying sin- 
NErs . 
 * Phe words, « Do this in remembrance of me,” considered. 

&% Take, cat, this 'is' my body ; do this in remembrance of 
me? 1t is thus expressed by $t. 'Luke, and likewise by St. 
Paul—T. Cor..11. Some of my opponents imagine that" the 
Lord's body and blood cannot be present in the sacrament, be- 
cause it is to be done in remembrance of him ; for it is aid, 
if a person is to be remembered, then. it is necessary for him 
to be absent;- therefore Christ is absent. And again, it is 
Supposed that the words, *« do this in remembrance of me,” 
destroy the force of the former, © Take, eat, this is my body,” 
&c., ; 80 that the whole is to be considered as mere memorials 
of Christ's sufferings and deaths This is the principal fortress 
on which the opponents ground the most of their arguments, 
But if this were true, that the Lord's supper could not be re- 
ceived _in remembrance if Christ was present, then it would 
prove thatthe first sacrament the Lord instituted in the-night 
in which he was betrayed could -not have been genuine ; be- 
eause the Lord was not only present, | but- visibly present. 
How, then, agreeably to the argument of my opponents, could 
the Lord's disciples eat and drink. the elements in remem- 
brance of him when he was vistbly present? The disciples 
were then commanded to do'it at that time, in remembrance 
of him, as welFas afterwards, for as-much as the" institution 
was not afterwards to be changed; This, of itself, would be 
Sufficient to show, that the argument of my opponents, © That 
Christ must be absent_if he is to be remembered,” .must be 
groundless. I have proved that Christ was visibly present 
when he'gave the supper to his disciples ; and yet, at the same 
time, he 8aid to them, © Do this in remembranae of me.” The 
objection of my opponents would be of some force, provided 
Christ was to be remembered m Ow Same Manner as Some 


+ time, "was 50 unprecedentedly new, that angels and. 


i blood; or eyen to mistake it for his spirit, he 
___ adds, © which is med for you.” That same blood which was 
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must/be out of the question to wee x 
manner'as a deceased friend, unless his : resu 


help. 


good friend ho departed this life, and.1 wy ft 50 ne tokens of his 
love: : But if this were. the case, it-wou $ [5u pose:Chriat to 
dead: ! Is-he dead} No: he is alive, for,evermor +. 
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It is evident, that -neither an abzent nor a dead $ avio 
be remembered. What manner of remembrance, ma) 
asked, is it then? There is a remembrance d1 
scriptures, which implies a believing or trusting in another. 
« O- my God, my soul is cast down within:me ; there» - 
fore will ? remember thee,” &c.—Psalm 42, 6. Why does 
the Psalmist. say he. will remember God ? Anzwer: because 
his 'soul- was cast down within him. But what consolation 
could it have been to him in his distress to have remembered 
an absent God? Could a God that was afar off afford him 
any assistance in his gloomy situation? This shows that the 
Psalmist trusted in God; hence not in an absent God, but in 
God who *is a very present help i in trouble” —Psalm 46, 1. 
Thus to remember. God in one's distress, is the same as to 
trust in him. Now as a living Saviour'is to be remembered, 
it is the same as to trust or believe in him. But how can one 
trust to him GHED he is afar off? Is it passible- to, trust to 
bread and wine? Are we to believe in bread and wine ? | Are 
we to eat and drink in remembrance of him, which is the zame 
as to eat and drink trusting in him, when he '1s not present ? 
What, trust in an absent help? How paradoxical! If we are 
to do it in remembrance of him, or in faith, which is the same 
thing, our faith must have a foundation” to rest u Em- 
blems are no foundation ;- neither-are they-ah dhjeck of faith ; 
hence it is impossible to-receive the sacrament in faith, unless 
an object of faith be therewith connected. The only: object of 
faith 1s the crucihed Jesus; hence, if the-sacrament is to be 
received. in faith, he must alzo be received thereby. 

As it respects the other objection, that the words, © Do this 
in remembrance of me,” should destroy the force of the words, 
« Take, eat, this is my body,” &c. 80 that all should mean 
mere memorials of Chrisr's'sufferings, &c. I reply, that if our 
Saviour had intended the latter words should destroy the force 
of the former, he never would have utterec the former. What 
man of common sense wogld make a thing which he intended 
to destroy at -the very same instant? -Or can it be imagined 
that Christ did not know!what he was saying, that he would 
gpeak a thing in a careless manner, which he would afterwards 
be compelled to recall ?. No one can, without blasphemy, sap 
$0. Had he meant that-the words, < Take, eat, this is'my 
body,” &c. A mean the gsame-as a memorial or remem- 

7 w 


au _— would it read, -< Take, eat, this is my 
Kc. whi S:2.d mere remembrance © Do this in remem- 
rance- of me 7” What, should one thing be mentioned twice 
v4 16 8ame ventenee? - 'Can- our blessed Saviour be charged 
wit : þ euch abound Folly, o express bimself in such a ridiculous 

janner, w! -wouldbe exploded ins school-boy? Now 
; our Saviour to have expressed himself like a man 


by we different expressions in- the g8ame- sentence: h 
$'T; ' eat, this 3 is my body,” &e, means. one thing; and « 
this in remembrance-of me,” another. The Fad words 

ean what they: Say; avd the latter show- in what manner the 
Lord's bady and blood are to be received—in faith; or in re- 
membrance-of him. - The former mean the eating and drink- 
ing -of - Christ's body and blood with the elements, with -our 
mouths; and-the'latter, the eating and drinking-of the same 
by- faith,” with. our souls. The, eating and drinking with our 
mouths enables-our-gouls to do.the game, zince body. and soul 
are: united, 5o-that when'an qbject of faith is presented to- the 


hody, the gout may. feed, upon 1t.. 


crament, also eat and drink the Lord's s body and blood 2” ex- 


' Whereas, ome of -r my opponents: aavert, that the true killer 
oats ant drinks the Lord's body and blood by faith in the sa- 


and thys cast a mist,upon: the subject, it will be necessary. to 
examine it» The: question-is not at all whether. the unbeliever 
1s. benefited thereby, which, the opponents forever confound 
with it&-.No, may believes that an unheliever receives Chrixt 
by Taith; nor that-he has eternal.life. abiding in him :+ But the 
question is, whether the. Lord's body nad blood may-not be 
cat and drank in unbehef, as well as in faith, in the sacrament ? 
If it was impoRible: to eat and drivk his body and blood it 
unhbelief, he would have had no need to congmand. communt- 
cants/ 10. do it in. faith, or in remembrance of him, Where 
there 18 967 Hity to omit a thing, there is no ue to. com- 
mand it- - We - should by no. means be commanded: to. beheve, 
provided it was impossible for us to disbelieve. It naust be 
ed, that. ng. man's faith can.cause the Lord's body and 
lood+ to: have communion with the elements. . .Ff our faith 
could cause bread-and wine to be his. body and blood, ther it 
would. be: as, great as himself, , Nothing can cause bread.and 
wine to have-comimunion with- the Lord's | body and blood' 

oe wards of. bis: -own institutions- os unbolief cool devo 


ww | . 


Ly 


| the worth; © Da this in retionſ- 


of wiadom, ve carot-imagine- that he would mean one pow 


- 'The queswon, « Do;not unbehevers, who partake of- the 8a- | 


crament, and the unbeliever redline nothing ut the elements, 
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_ the-words of our Lord, 3e- 


_ before ?. or can-the other, who. does not b 
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than the truth, and cause the truth. to 
gome- did- not \beliave-=ahdll, their x | &f 1 
God without: effect ??— Rom. Cc, 3, v. 3. _—_ It. | 
yet he abideth faithful : he eannot deny _himgelf LI. Tims 
Cc. 2. y. 18. Can it be suppoeed that aith can ma e & tinng, 
or-unbelief destroy it?  For-in , I preach«the gospel.. 
two men, the one a believer andthe other at Abeli« 
the one who believes it make EE hin . 


it is-not the gospel? Perhaps the oppont 
their faith can cause the;presence © | t. they 
excited by the elements to -ascend with their faith- n © heax 
and there $piritually eat and drink Christ's body-and bl 
If 80, why do they talk about receiving the Sacrament in fai 
when their object of faith, Christ, -is to be apprehe 
heaven? Where 1s it proved that we must ascend'to'he 
receive Christ in faith ? 'Fhe apostle affirms the co 
not in thy heart who $hall ascend into heaven, that is-to- 
Christ down. from aboye; 'or who shall descend into 1 
that is to bring up Christ again from the dead. But what 
Saith it? The word-is nigh thee, even. jn thy miouth-and in 
thy heart,” &c,—Rom. x. 6, 8. It is very" strange, indeed, 
thac the Lord is not nigh us when we commune; that we-must 
8ay in-our hearts, who hall ascend to heaven !. 1f. we are to 
ascend to heaven with our faith, where it 1s-8upposed the man- 
hood of Christ is, what purpose can it answer to receive the 
elements, as we might do that without them? -If-4 am to-re- 
ceive-a thing by faich; it must-be.such-a-:thing which I-cannot 
comprehend with my reason ; for what I know 1 do not be- 
lieve : where reason has its lmits, there faith. has its begin+ 
ning... Bread and wine we-can-see; and if-they be emble; 
we may comprehend-thetn with-reasoh: Now if nothing in- 
comprehensible be connected with them, it -is in vain to. 
about receiving the sacrament in faith; - as there would be ne 
object” of faith there. Our faith must have a foundation, 


' whereupon it is to build; Bread and wine, in themselves, are 


no foundation ; yet we must receive them- by faith; eably 
to the argument of the gp nts. But when the Lotd's 
and blood are connected with them, there is then a complete 
foundation, which be destroyed- by - the unbeliever, 
though he may abuse it. -In short, if the Lord's gupper is' t6 
be received by | by faith, the object of faith, the crucified Jesus, 
miust be present and received. Faith must not only build, on 


the spirit of Christ, as+-that- would not be the whole Saviour, 
buz.upon the mYwerioul God-mans- It is evydept that Judas 
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e Lord: s e C..22, 
of th im that boraeth me me is ag on 


| J 86s" contain” the 'words of the institution : 


red to the twelve,. hence Moo to Ju- 
inthe words of institution, when admin- 
, * Take, eat, ye eleven that believe, this is 
alt- eat and drink bread. 'and wine _ only.” 
| 1st cerning the cup, © Drink ye all of it”—Math, 26, 27. 

| cluded.” An they all drank of it”—Mark 14, 23. 
þ 0 adv mation of the" Lord's body and blood. Judas received the same ; 
hex it woukdp! that'the eleven did. not—for they -allreceived 


Ag8c +: Pont a ud 1, Co. In, v.27, « Wherefore, whozoover Shall eat this 
- brexand drink $54, archg Lord unworthily, st:all be guilty/of the body 
How could any person be guilty. ofthe Lord's body 
the Sacrament, if. he received nothing but bread -and 
and whuping of rhere emblems make one guilty of his 
| t the Jews have been with the come of cru- 
the Lond.of glory, if they only had crucified his emblem, or image? 1 
ents say, the unbelievers becorgg gwlty. of, his 
ey mingle with the pious, and pretend.to be what 
oo: Geyrnngy ror: prove it ? 'I know of no proof they can ad- 
vance: butif they have any, they would'do well to let the public th where 
It. is. written in the Bible, Their bare assertion is no proot, Yet, if this were 
the case,' that the mingling of the unbelievers among the pious, and the,pre- 
tending*to that which they? are not, would” make' them guilty, of the Lord's 
fp wed ag gages þ- public worstip, or the being ſouptized 
% rage: 97 1 jane gear? yer wit the faithful, would e qually.. 

Gt O body Red blood, because they Tral 3 in; these cases alsg 
wr at the pious;” ine pretend to what they wefe not. "In Short, every 
would make one guilty of the Lord's body and blood. * If.80, 
what difference would there then be © bag” the 8acrament, and other things, 

wk DM Breach , Praying, &c. ? Whenwde. we.reag, that. one becomes guil- 
body ani 'blood bat only by receiving the zacrdment unworthily ? "No 

h, Agr as far-as I'know, The apostle further Saith, v. 29, * For he that cateth 
and drinketh. nnworthily, eateth. and drinketh damnation'to hinself,* not dis- 
* These words, terrify « number of. people from the Lord's table, as ; they 
Fi imagine if they were not fiilly converted before they x Spproached it, their soyls 
\'8 Should be wc ed  Notwithstandingit i is the opinion of a number of such peo- 
'/\ ple, .that the, Eord!s supper,is.no more hay F $hadow, or an emblem. , How 


»-- 4 po 


Strange, that a shadow can DEG #s0ul ! es& words are grossly misrepre- 
sented/ They do not say «that an unconverted Sinner eats and drinks eternal 
damnation to his'own 80wl, as'they are inderstood'by some.” From the 20th, 
21st, and 22d-verses of this chapter, it is evident that 8ome o the Corinthians 
were drunk at-the-time of celebrating the gup ET; w at th ey did not know 
what they were doing ; that they made"no' ference be etween the eating and 
| drinking-of the sactament* and other viands;”;The' Corinthians were accus- 
Bos” tamed.tv make feasts at the time of the celebration' of the Eucharist; $0 that 
acated; hence the, apostle rather 


some, in the flow of their festivity, got into 
| -| | Teproves their digorderly manner of celebra 
| A tions. . He uses- the adverb *unworthily,” i 


ad of 'the 'adjective'* unwor- 


minds of the communicants ; -but the adverb. *unworthily”, shows the impry- 
Per, disorderly manner in administering and receiying it in a state of intoxica- 
tion. «They 1diq eatiand drink "damnation to themselves. What manner cf 
damnation wasfit? - The original 'Greek- has "two different words .to-express 


© damnation,” viz ** krinla,”{Latin, judicium,] judgment, or epey dpconge 


_  - 4 


Plainly shows that Judas was with 


the Same” words, * Take, eat, this 1s my body,” 


ng it, than their ent qualifica | 
thy? «The adjective *unworthy” would show an imp proper q qualification in the | 


Vie 


cerning the Lord's: . 
F Lord's body ; but it om be on 
be impossible to discern'a 
plea&innocence, if he'did Os 
8ay, T could discern nothing pap. 
But, on the 'other hand, he is} 


tion ; and. kata krimi, [Latin, eas þ” Boa vrnagy "The, text 
reads, in Greek,' krimg..;.. they eat drink Judgment: FF 
8elves.  'The German. ls 04 fy AUG. the -orfginal:<. gerich ariel Fer: tw 
This is confirmed the more by the verses Wes ord ollow, Viz. andy $308 
this cause many are weak and 8ickly. -slee -., For if w 

_ would judge outselves, we should-not 
we are-ohastened of .the Lord, that ' we 
world” —v, 30, 32. For what cause-were n 
Answer : Becanse they received the Lords | 
were the Corinthians Judged? Answer : In of) thy 
tized, Why were they chastised ?- AnsWwer; That they" might rot. be-c« 
demned. with the world. Who are the world ?. Lanes” EK a ajct ha 


means of the gospel. This plainly shows, that the damnation; which-was in- aYJ 


flicted upon them was not to destroy their 8ouls, but to afflict their bodies," 
order to bring them to repentance, that they. might be saved; |-God, like” 
kind father, makes use of the-rod of tem affliction. tokee; > communiciats 
trom' cyerlagting destruction. No kind: father corrects; his. in ordet. to 
kill it, but' toskeep' it from' the gallows. It. is beygnc "Wdispute,. that the 
apostle Peter, when he received the Lord's supper:in the-night in which 'he 
was hetrayed, was not fully converted to God ; and his faith, (on it may be call- 
eds0,) was in a very imperfect degree....T hat nights after , he de- 
nied.our Saviour with ain bath. See Math 26, v.70, 7.» 'Fhat was not 
then a humble, dependent” heliever on our, Saviour, +is and from the'35th  _ 
vers6, Viz.” * Peter 2aid. unto him, Though E shouk} dic with"thee, yet will not 
I deny thee. _ Likewise, also, said all the. disciples.” An exerciged belever 
does not trust to his'own strength, as it is here stated- with- respect# to Peter. 
and the other; disciples. © They all fled from our Saviour,  Christ, also, 8aik 
unto Peter, * And when thou art converted, strengthen th brethren”— | 
22, Y-32,' Now 1 the disciples, who were in a very impe ect degree of faith, 
were permitted to receive the Lord's supper, 'why should not persons-at this” 
time be allowed to receive the same, even if they were as weak as Peter, arid. 
8ubject to fall as he was. Chrigt is stall the 8ame merciful Saviour as He was 


then. He came into the world. ta seek and "to save that. which was'lost; but "” | 


had he - mstituted. a sacrament which destroyed.men's-8o0nls,” it+ could not be # 
true that he came to gave the lost. "A. physician, who, knowingly, administered 
poigon to his sick patients, and killed them would be considered a murderer. 
What could one think of Christ, if /he,had instituted a sacrament that would 
poison sinners” souls, and effect their eternal rum ? Could:he then'be- 
merciful Saviour, who came to gave sinners? No.....he would be a de-. 
Stroyer ! -- To thipk or say.80, -would- be-a most horrid blasphemy: and yet 
mony people arc sneh. blasphemers, and think they mean-it well, when they 
are terrifying others from the Lord's table, by representing it as a'dangerous 
trap! Poor sinners are afraid to approach to a merciful.Saviour-in the 8acra: 
ment,” for fear their souls should be poisoned.. If we ask a number of such; 
% © who say-they- are not fit to commune, whether.they beleve in Christ, they say 
1 * yes. What an absurdity ! Aman who believes in Christ hall be saved: he 
is entitled to-heaven itself; why then should. he not also congider himself+al- 
lowed to commune ?,, What, is the Lord's supper-more holy than heaven it- 
gelf;, 80 that one may be fit to! enter into heaven, and yet not be fit to CE 
to the Lord's su1pper ? , Ti these people believed in Christ, they com- 
mune ; but as they do not, they are djsobedient_ to. God's Fm: ern - a/dis. 
obedient person i is an unbeliever; and he that, believeth not shall be damined ! 
Where people were desirous to receive it, and conld not have An opportunity; 
their case' would be far different. - 
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raise him up. at the-last 
y this? Is ade! 1 
Sith bread and should 


._instituted at that time when 
ion 1s groundless.. Luther- 
id d of the Lord's re ut 
*not in, vogue ;+ her he's oh aw. Ph, ho the- same by | 
here wa phos; confers exting and drinking in the sacrament than 

Id eless institition, because that was done before. 
| nee: the sacrament is instituted, we must eat and 
wrt 2 with bread and wine with our mouths; and 
k our cake in faith; .and that the eating with our-mouths is to as- 
| A: SN adts and dyinks with his soul as well as 


wm: vis mh with, indeed has-eternal life ; but this does not prove that every one 
who eats and drinks with his mouth, should have eternal hfe, because he may 
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not eat and. drink by faith. There is noincongistency to macs | that ohe may eat 
and-drink of Christ, and yet not-be.saved, for the want of a constant faith, It 
is'expressly aid, that all the Israclites who left Egypt, * Did-all eat the same 
itual meat, and-did_ att drink the same s$piritual drink ; for they drank of - 
NB a virtual Tho k that Pegs them—and that Rock was Christ : 'But with 
-- » many of them\God was not well leased, for they were overthrown in the wil 
| derness”-—I,"Cor; 10, 3, 5. . Were all those Israclites who partook of the 
- - ganie spiritual meat and. that is of Christ, believers? If they were, how 
__ EamEit, then, that God was not well pleased with many of them, and that-they 
' were overthrown.in/the wilderness? If they ever had any faith, it was not a 
'F "ego bury it was goon sbipwrecked. . * But with whom was he grieved 
| | Wb years? Was it not with them that had sinned, whose carcasses fell in the 
0 whe mess ? And to whom sware he that they should not enter into his rest, 
to them that believed not? So we-sec that they could not enter in; be- 
«of unbehef?—Heb..3, v.17, 19. Yet we are informed that they did all 
t and drink of. _ game Spiritual meat.and drink, tliat. is of Christ, Why 
Iwere they not saved, if it be true that whozoever eats and drinks of Christ 
cannot be: lost? I have positively proved that the Israelites did partake of 
rist, and yet that many were lost because of unbehef. They either did not 
q fdrie, at all, or else if they did, they immediately departed from the faith, and 
FAS thus had no constant faith. "If theydid not belieye, then it proves that they 
x did eat and drjnk in unbehef: but y they did believe, it-proves that it is pogsi- 
ble for a person to fall from faith. It is iy vain to endeavor to evade the force 
j Le of this argument, by saying that the Israclites only partook of Christ typically. 
EE” What then ? t_naist; "Fit be typical, eorreapond Canond puabegedetaiioe, else- it 
could not have been typical. they did with the types, we-may now do 
_ with the zubstance ; hence, for our admonition, it'is recorded, verse 6. It is, 
therefore, not impossible for a person to catiand drink of Christ, and yet be 
damned afterwards ; cither.because he did not do it in faith, or else because 
2% he loges it afterwards. Because many-do not believe that Christ is __ 
| with his manhood as well -as with, his godbead, therefore they deny ti 
onnanaanrubyd IC] Tis also'w 
mg yank noma 5 8 © bovomuip cannot 
ION on it 
uence th received all divine per- 


EE 1.16 


| manner of word ond was made es flesh ? word that was 
i the again by whom all things were magles hence the-Sen of God, by: 
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- *Fhe te: 
Thc ns Create Soul : 
was manifest inthe flesh,” ke 
for by him the universe was 
cients Smeg rg ry She 
God became man ; theye 
ego greed all divine perfections, "< 
Jintor, $9 that th there is-no Son 
hot be without this God. In this man * 
Col. 2, 9. Is God 
is dwelling with almighty poten in Bonn, CA 
1s God-omnipresent, 0 must this mitt" be, becauge 0 
fulness im this man, which makes him omnip? 25m, &c. 
God changed into-man, nor man into God z butHecau 
with all tas fulness in this man, this causes this man > han 
tions. Man, in himself;, without this unity in 30d, C 
with it, this man has what God has.” Now if there 
then it is not true'that God was made'man,' which | 
el. 
rantie: and not" the mats Jehvs with e Would be: 20d wh ; 
was not man ; herice it would be false, what the Aran y CN Rep vord. 
was thade flesh.” -If a God 'be found where the man'Jegus is not with. hin, | 
we may rely upon it, it is the very Devil, instead of Jehovah.+ "Then to geny © 
- * It is the common objection of my © ponents, that Christ': bod 'is 
enough to extend over the whole world ; that, therefore, be njd 
nipregent ! and, likewise; that two aibstahces could” not 6 
Same Space at one and the $ante-tirie : hence,” that ChitisP's bo 
<doy apada hut apy: bites dbataiice-dhds Thus these 1 34 
Moana re rmreg ne ow gb dorm mag no. the ahk 
like-s sheet in a room. This is the crude, ridiculous p = 
introduce to disprove the omnipresence of our Lord's Hime : 
men imagine that God; as a spirit, is dmnipresent like the thin dif 
over the universe * They must; or else, how'could they reread pr ie the 
above -objection;” God is without parts, indiyisible ; hence cannot” be omni- 
prevent like the pedrx * 59s ed air over the universe. Before the « ol 
the: universe, how £0 od be expanded over the universe bke Tak aifs” 
when there was nothing ? God cadely did tot change Since the \ 
that he is now-expanded with parts. The hunianity of our Lord is" omnipres- 
cntzin the very same manner as God is omnipretiit, because * God was 
fiesh.” 'W any one can tell how God is omnipresent, then he can also tell - 
the Lord's body is omnipregent; But controversy, this is 4 hem vr 
tery! - Yet many do not believe his hymanity to be omnipresent, mere 
cause | they cannot see-with their reagon how it can be possible.” 'Such' A , 
a God of their reason, and even divine revelation itself to bend to its + 
dictates. - A sacrament, of a Chris that we could comprehend with our rea- RE 
gon, would-be no rthan our Teagon. Ari imbadilet Christ, indeed! whom - ++: 
we could. compre : he couldinot'bea Saviour ! --Pitiful must be the argu- 
ment * F cannot believe the: Loyd*s humanity to be omnipresent, because T 
dGannot 8ce into it with wy reason Y* Upon the same ground, F bw, deny 
any my$tery. For. inctance....-i zht, with equal propriety, say I do not be- 
lieve the world was made out of othing, DECUey EDA rehend 
_ my” reason” how ang can be nade out of n But not 5uch = 
—_—— The work whs ade ? Was it possible for 
Sts: hoc.» t potkin , "who dare: say that he bas not 
- power to 4 ng Lord's" Gay blood to eat and to drink its the x 
ment ? ho art ou, 


at dot, with thy corruptedteagon, Iremn- 
Scribe omnipotenee- | 31 
f Suoh. as teach | ot of Chrixt to-be prezent in heaven 29k wu 
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NETS ghort, 


- Christ did not profit any thing, he would 


ng:can beg: {ASC bes al Fagha Ghepnity 
ohis manhood. Christ # agtended up, 

Rl at! 1inj Eph. iv.-10.---This-8hows 

2d up far above all heavens, 
dhe ascended : the 'same that 
ha things is omnipresent; hence 
esent. 4 raised up Christ, from the dead, 
Yar yenly places”—Eph. chap. 3. ver. 20. 
va tag | the dead; hence that was-also exalted at 
| cannot be exalted, as'that always from 
E., The man Jexus sits at the right hand of God, 
4442p that is, there must also be this-man. 
We into heaven,” thow art 
| thou art there: if I take the wings of the 
id in the uttermost ultrrmont parts of the ea, even there shall thy hand 
RR Peng Shall b Palm 139, v.8; 10. - This shows 
-and-of: God is in heaven, in bel}, at the uttermost parts of the 


-where.; Hence Jegus must be'the 8ame.' The Lord's hu- 
manity, as we As his divi is worshippped :—see Phil. 15,11; Heb.4.-6;z 
Rev. v; 11, 14. be iSolatry to worship his humanity, if it did not 


'Bat it wes 


e God to: be where the man Jeaus js not, evidently 
is the same as denying that you came- into- op 


—_ 2A cy war antther join, which t make Hr mg phones again 


| tal doctrine.” They say; we read, John, e. 6, v. 63, It is'the $pirit 
pi Dakeneth the flesh profiteth nothing : the words which I speak unto 
you, they are spirit, and, they are life.” Hence, if the flesh profit nothing, 
why then should any ene insist for it to be received in the sacrament ? +But 
the; context hows the umbecility of the. objection, verse 52, © The Jews, + his 
Fore, strove among themgelves, saying, How can this man give us his fle 
cat?” Christ-angwered their queation by the following verses: That hey 
'wust not only eat his flesh, but zlso drink his blood, in order to have eternal 
tfe. The Jews did not only doubt this, - but even his disciples; therefore he 


- explains himself further : «Doth this offend you ? "What and if ye hall sce 
the-son' of -man ascend up_ where he was before ?”'—v. 61, 62... By this he. 


ity and poger; 80 that it js-not unpoast- 
for-bim to do what he 8aid in preceding yverses. 'When he $aith, © the 
Alesh profiteth nothing,” he like-jnfinite wigdom itself. - His flesh-could 
not >rofit any thing, if that was all. If Christ had flesb, and no blood, it would 
prove thatthe was dead. There is.no man, unless he has blood as well 
as flesh: but when be has no more blood, then he is dead: No Lutheran pre- 
tends to argue that the dead flesh of ouriLord, without his blood, profiteth 
*any thing. Christ does not 5ay, © My Aech and my blood- profit noth- 
.ing:? hence the-objection -is groundless. 7; Christ foley his blood with his 
body, to denote that he is to be received as & living Christ, and notlike a dead 
.*whose - blood _ is all spirit... If 'an 


roves that he possesses a divine 


John, when he saith, © the blood of Jesus Chns 

; Wn... I, Epaistle, c, Ly v. 7, © It is the spirit th 
these words as we please—either that C nst's human : 

his body, or his godhead quickens his whole human nature, it. 
We: Gor hep , that he is to be received not as a dead butas 

DESSERT )apter, . 

ou. but 1 I cannot s2y ery _ it p this place ihe” 


one would L./ that ok rg =. 
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Welive in ayery critical time 
n. The prophecies are fulfilling,” The great 
rapidly increased in Europe, and progressing in 
t belong before the man of sin (antichrist) wil get himaei into the temple 2 

' God—8ee II," Thess. c. 2—and extend his b yo ont oonn 
reecute'the christians: ee Rey, c. 13, No wo | a 
ystrange revolutions in the church- already, to try the” all . , 
ility-many more, ere long, will take: place, as it is the opinion of many . £1 I 
le divines, (not only of them, as that would not make it's0, but the scrip- S 
res foretel it,) that popery once more Shall be revived, with all its rn an 
s, clan= GY 


agninst genwne protestants, fer a little $eagon. "General 
ﬆtine societies. under a good garb, and the OTE pers of andy and wo 
litical religion, are 80 many instruments by whichr his | 


CREED may rear 
throne of despotism, and once more deluge the world with blood; Hig-pri 
'<ipal aim is to destroy the doctrine that God, came; into-the flesh, a: 
the value of the holy sacraments, and enthrone/human reazon yormFn for to” 
erider every gervant of. Christ infamous by persecution;"F to meet 
8eenes, and think not to fly from the cross, which is the. ian's glory... 
Where Christ dwells in the heart of a behever, there must be a Fong tokio 
tray him, a proud Herod Ugderpive, a Caiphas to condemn, and a-double-he 
'<d Pilate to.crucify him, But he will not remain dead, he will rise and'be'y 
[vified. Let me remind you of your solemn yows, which ye made when ye were 
by the imposition of hands and prayer : ye then solemnly promised 
| PE swore) that ye woulc ever adhere to the doctrine of the Lutheran 
church, and obey-her digcipline. Then, Tbeseech you, continue faithful. How 
' Shocking must it;be to deny the doctrine ye were pledged to-maintain. How 
| | dreadful to ne t the communion of the regular church ! Is it not smular, 
 , + In its nature, to try What a crime perjury is! 1s the breaking ofa 
| , © | golemn vow legs? To be guilty of a schism ig.a ggeat crime, an is an imitation. ” 
of the gainsaying of Korah, Dathan, and Alla Such -as. wilfully transgress | 
the rules of a regular churckif and deny the: very doctrine-they were 8worn to oY 

"maintain, are guilty of a schism, heresy, and the breaking of a truce ; and-they -- = 
| shall not escape punishment, as little agKorah, Dathan, and Abiram. Wobe to | 
guch as are found in the gainsaying 9 Korah, Their numbers and wealth, in | 
which they trust, shall not deliver them from the vengeance of God. 

4 am.constrained to acknowledge myself much oblged to my brethren, who 
| have participated in many of my distresses, and afforded me much assistance, 
; 

to maintain my reputation, as wellas family. I'hope thoge who have absented 


themselves from our.churches and communion, im consequence of this revolu- 
he Synod, will: this little work, be better aground and 


<a$ 


